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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Adoption. ofFund Estimate for 1994 STIP

Resolution No. G-93-11

1.1 WHEREAS Government Code Section 14525 calls for the California Transportation
Commission to adopt a fund estimate by August 15 of each odd numbered year, and

1.2 WHEREAS Caltrans has presented the Commission with a draft Fund Estimate generally
consistent with the Commission's adopted STIP/RTIP guidelines, and meeting the
requirements of Government Code Section 14524, on July 7, 1993, and

1.3 WHEREAS the draft Fund Estimate has been reviewed and discussed by the Commission and
regional transportation planning agencies and county transportation commissions, and

1.4 WHEREAS the Commission has considered the assumptions and information in the draft Fund
Estimate, which include the revenue situation for state highway and transit funds, outlook
for fund transfers and non-capital expenditures which are approved annually in the State
Budget, existing capital project commitments from the 1992 STIP as amended, and
requirements for funding other parts of the state transportation program such as SHOPP
and StateILocal Partnership, and

1.5 WHEREAS the Commission has received from Caltrans a revised proposed Fund Estimate
dated August 1993,

2.1 NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation Commission
hereby adopts a Fund Estimate for the 1994 STIP and other related programs, covering the
State Highway Account, the Transportation Planning & Development Account, the state
Aeronautics Account, the state Toll Bridge Accounts, and two rail bond funds, and

2.2 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission recognizes that funding available for
1992 STIP programming is now about $3.3 billion less than was forecasted when the 1992
STlP was adopted, due to failure of the voters to approve Proposition 156 in 1992, the
extended economic recession, transfers of funds from transportation accounts to the state
General Fund in the 1992-93 and 1993-94 State Budgets, Congressional impounding of
federal funds expected under ISTEA, unanticipated needs for federal enhancement
programming, and uncertainties about funding seismic retrofit of toll bridges, which is
partially offset by federal and state funds available in FY 1999-2000 and FY 2000-2001 and
lower long-term inflation rates, and
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2.3 BE IT FURTHER RESOLYED that the Commission recognizes that essentially every
assumption in the revised proposed Fund Estimate is optimistic, which yields the following
risks: '

o if the 1994 rail bond loses, revenues fall short by $1 billion,

o ifCongress continues to impound as much as 20% offederal funds from ISTEA,
funds available fall short by as much as $1 billion through 1997,

o if the Legislature continues to transfer transportation funds to the state's General
Fund through the annual state budget, funds available fall short by as much as $1
billion,

o if the Legislature continues to loan transportation funds to the state General Fund,
and the General Fund does not repay those loans as scheduled, funds available fall
short by as much as $140 million based on loans to date, plus any future loaned
amounts,

o ifthe StateILocal Partnership program gets full funding called for in statute through
the year 2000, funds available decrease by $300 million, and

o ifseismic retrofit for toll bridges is funded in whole or in part from the State
Highway Account, expenditures increase by as much as $600 million,

o if Caltrans cannot achieve 5% savings in non-capital-program costs, on top of 5%
realized during the past two years, expenditures increase by as much as $380
million, . -

... r...... '"- '.' ~. .
o ifCaitrans cannot contain future budget increases (BCPs) within its existing base

budget except for SIO million per year to cover increases in facility inventory,
expenditures increase by as much as $460 million,

o if the current economic recession continues longer than expected, revenues will be
substantially lower than forecasted, and

o if cumulative average inflation exceeds 3.5% any time during the next seven years,
considerably more ofthe funds available are consumed by the existing program,

2.4 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, with some uncertainty and doubt, the Commission
accepts the following assumptions for purposes of the 1994 STIP Fund Estimate:

o the state's voters will pass the 1994 rail bond, '.

o Congress will provide full funding for ISTEA programs after FFY 1993,

o the Legislature will make no further transfers of transportation funds to the state
General Fund after FY 93-94, and will repay existing loans as indicated in the State
Budget by FY 94-95,
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o Caltrans can contain future budget increases (BCPs) to $10 million per year, by
.making offsetting reductions in its base budget, unless new revenues become
available,

o Caltrans can achieve 5% savings in non-capital-program costs as proposed,

o the current economic recession will play out following the assumptions used in the
State Budget and the revised proposed fund estimate,

o cumulative long-term inflation rates will not exceed 3.5% per year through year
2001, and

2.5 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission directs that the proposed Fund Estimate
be revised to provide a more balanced and prudent overall picture of the long-term funding
situation, with the following assumptions:

o the State/Local Partnership program will be fully funded at statutory levels through
year 2000, as called for in the Transportation Blueprint, since all other programs
collectively exceed statutory levels by more than $900 million through year 2000,
and

o project development will be funded at the level needed to deliver the 1992 STIP as
amended 'plus local programs, since the STIP is a statutory delivery schedule, and

2.6 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission directs that the Fund Estimate leave
open the issue of seismic retrofit of toll bridges, with funding source to be determined in
future legislation, and

2.7 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission's assumptions are based on existing
statutory direction, from the Transportation Blueprint (including the rail bonds), the last
two State Budgets, and federal ISTEA, and

2.8 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission recognizes that these changes in
assumptions, as well as likely and potential future risks, will yield a deficit, possibly more
than $4.5 billion, in funding for non-capital activities and the existing capital program
through FY 2000-01, and therefore the Commission will accept no new program
nominations for transportation projects for the 1994 STIP to be funded from the State
Highway Account, except for projects that are direct trades for funds already programmed,
in accordance with cost savings, program management, and other existing Commission
policies, and. "

2.9 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission intends to hold the current schedule of
projects in the 1992 sm as amended through July 1993, and not reprogram projects to
match the uncertain availability of funds during the next five years, pending the 1996 STIP,
to preserve the opportunity for the Legislature and Administration to consider additional
revenue that could fund the program and maintain program expectations from the
Transportation Blueprint, and
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2.10 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission directs Caltrans to prepare a revlsed
final Fund Estimate for the 1994 STIP by August 15. 1993. following direction in this
resolution. and transmit that fund estimate to the Legislature, the Administration, regional
transportation agencies, and county transportation commissions, accompanied by a clear
statement of the long-term program deficit shown in the Fund Estimate as well as the
potential for greater deficit. with reference to the factors and magnitudes that could increase
the shortfall beyond that shown. and the inability to continue programming at the levels
specified in the Transportation Blueprint, and

2.11 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that in keeping with requirements ofthe 1991 federal
ISTEA, the Commission will accept project nominations for federal Transportation
Enhancement Activities from Regional TIPs and Caltrans' PSTIP, to a total of about $150
million in accordance with program guidelines, for programming of$91.5 million in the
1994 STIP, and

2.12 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission will accept project nominations for the
Retrofit Soundwall program from Caltrans' PSTIP, using cost savings recently estimated at
about $22 million, and

2.13 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission will accept project nominations for the
Aeronautics Program from Caltrans' PSTIP or Regional TIPs, to a total of about
$11 million through FY 1996-97, and

2.14 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission approves the Fund Estimate for the
state's Toll Bridge Accounts, which shows funds available for programming only for the
Vincent Thomas Bridge, and account deficits (pending potential bond sales) for the
remaining three accounts, and the Commission will accept project nominations for the
Vmcent Thomas Bridge and approaches from Caltrans' PSTIP, and

2.15 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission recognizes that funds may be available
for new programming in the Transit Capital Improvement Program for 1994-95. but the
·amount available for programming. if any. from the TP&D Account remains to be
determined by October 1993 following review ofthe current program and fund condition in
the 1993-94 State Budget, and

2.16 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission approves regional and county targets
for federal Transportation Enhancement Activities, and expects all projects to be nominated
by program year showing both current and escalated costs, in priority order, with 30% of a
region's bid target available for nominations in each ofFY 93-94 and 94-95, and the
remainder in FY 1995-96, and

2.17 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the existing 1992 STIP as amended meets current
county minimum requirements, and the Commission int~nds that any future rescheduling of
STIP projects would be done on the basis of delayed delivery, county minimum
requirements, and relative priorities of regional agencies and Caltrans at the time when such
rescheduling might be considered.
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1994 SliP FUND ESTIMATE
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This document presents the Department of Transportation's (Department's) 1994 STIP Fund
Estimate. It was produced based on trends and existing law. The creation of this Fund Estimate
required many significant assumptions. Should any of these key assumptions require revision at
some later date, the funding picture presented here would also require revision.

Funding Shortfall

Based on the assumptions in this Fund Estimate, at the end of 1998-99, revenues are expected to
fall $2.3 billion short of being able to fund the 1992 STIP commitments and maintain the
existing highway system and non-STIP programs. This shortfall is largely attributable to two
factors:

• The worst economic recession since the 1930's, coupled with reduced expectations for
future economic growth, has significantly depressed revenues; and,

• The voters' rejection of Proposition 156, the 1992 Passenger Rail Bond measure.

In addition, the seismic retrofit of toll bridges is unfunded, adding $610 million to the
transportation funding shortfall.

Recommendations

In order to deal with the $2.3 billion shortfall that has been identified and live within available
resources, the Department recommends that existing programs be reduced:

• In order to minimize project delays in the 1992 STIP, local agencies and the Department
should review all existing projects and complete a critical analysis of each project to

-insure the scope and cost of the project is absolutely necessary to solve the critical
transportation problem which generated the need for the project.

• In the 1993-94 budget, the Department implemented efficiency reductions in the project
support area. The Department is strongly committed to reducing the cost of doing
business through improved efficiency, and therefore proposes additional efficiency
reductions of five percent for other noncapital support expenditures in the State Highway
Account. This reduction will generate $380 million in additional funds for capital and
project support during the STIP period.

• The annual budget change proposal reservation has been set at $25 million to fund new
important work and maintain new highway inventory placed in the system. The
Department proposes to reduce this reservation to the $10 million that would be needed
to maintain new highway inventory. Any new important programs will be funded by
reprioritizing existing work while maintaining the five percent efficiency reduction. This
recommendation will generate $460 million in additional funds for capital and project
support programs in the STIP period.

In summary, with these recommended reductions and the revenues available in the two new
years of the 1994 STIP period, there are sufficient funds available to fund all existing STIP
commitments with a reserve of $33 million to fund unforeseen revenue shortfalls.
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Areas of Critical Uncertainty

Key assumption are made in each of these areas:

• Continuing, modest improvement in Califomia's economy;

• Full funding of Federal ISTEA levels; and,

• Voter approval of the 1994 Passenger Rail Bond.
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1994 STIP FUND ESTIMATE

Introduction

The purpose of the Fund Estimate is to provide a seven-year estimate in annual elements of
all Federal and State funds reasonably expected to be available in each county for
programming in the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).

To accomplish this, the Fund Estimate used the final 1993-94 budget to establish the financial
condition of the various transportation funds. This financial condition, adopted by the CTC, then
becomes the basis for making changes to the long-term funding commitments through the
balance of the STIP process.

In accordance with previous Fund Estimate Methodology, this Fund Estimate has been designed
to be a concise policy document. The prime focus is on the information the CTC Will need to
determine the range and type of project nominations it will accept for the STIP, and the choices it
can make among those projects to satisfy the statutes.

Mgjor Issues

ECONOMY

The California economy appears to be stabilizing after three years of recession. Although the
current economic data indicate the overall decline may have ended, recovery remains to be
realized. The Fund Estimate is consistent with the Department of Finance's May Revision,
which expects the sideways movement in the economy to continue throughout 1993, before some
improvement is seen in 1994.

Economists indicate that the robust growth rates experienced in the 1980's in California are
behind us and future growth will be more modest. Continuing major defense cuts, along with an
overbuilt commercial real estate sector, severe State and local government budget problems, and
high business and living costs are expected to hold down growth over the longer term.

RAIL BONDS

One of the key pieces of legislation that came out of the 1989 Summit Committee on
Transportation was AB 973 (Costa), which placed a series of three $1 billion general obligation
bond issues on the ballot; one each on the June 1990, November 1992, and November 1994
ballots. The 1990 STIP was programmed assuming all three of these measures would pass.

However, Proposition 156, the bond measure on the November 1992 ballot was rejected by the
voters. This Fund Estimate reflects that loss, showing a $991 million deficit in the Passenger
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Rail and Clean Air Bond Act Fund, but continues to assume that the 1994 bond measure will be
approved.

Although the statutes specify that the debt service on these bonds is to be paid by the General
Fund, State fiscal problems required loans to the General Fund of $52 million in 1992-93 and
$91.5 million in 1993-94 in order to pay debt service costs. The Fund Estimate assumes that
these loans will be repaid and the General Fund will continue to be responsible for the debt
service on the rail bonds.

seismic Retrofit

Following the Lorna Prieta earthquake, the California legislature, through the passage of
legislation (SB 36X, AB 38X, and SB 2104), mandated that the Department retrofit all
seismically-deficient, publicly-owned bridges in the state. Preliminary estimates indicated the
capital and support cost to retrofit the toll bridges would be approximately $650 million. The
1993-94 budget appropriated $32 million from the State Highway Account and $8 million from
the Toll Bridge Account to begin the retrofit process. The remaining $610 million to complete
seismic retrofit is unfunded.

FEDERAL RESOURCES

Obligational Authority
Obligational authority (OA) is the ceiling Congress places on all commitments of
apportionments for any given year. Individual States receive OA in proportion to their
apportionments and allocations. From a Fund Estimate point of view, OA is the prime
determinant of usable Federal funds.

This Fund Estimate assumes that the Federal government will follow the spirit and intent of
ISTEA and provide obligational authority consistent with the apportionment levels established in
that legislation.

Current Law Assumed
No assumption was made concerning passage of an economic stimulus package involving
transportation funding or adoption of a Federal energy tax. The former could provide additional
resources, while the latter could reduce fuel consumption and therefore State Highway Account
revenues.

StateILocal Split
A higher proportion of Federal funds coming to California is allocated to local governments than
was anticipated in the 1992 Fund Estimate, which was prepared based on preliminary data
concerning the provisions of ISTEA. Thus, although total Federal resources in the 1994-95
through 1998-99 period are only about $100 million lower than the last Fund Estimate, Federal
funds available for State expenditure are $460 million less.
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·COUNTY MINIMUMS

Overview
The Fund Estimate is required to identify funds available for programming by county. The level
of programming by county is driven by the county minimum formulae· and by the level of
programming in the current and previous five year county minimum period (quinquennium).
The 1994 STIP is required by statute to be adopted in full compliance with the county minimum
requirements or the Commission will be prohibited from making any project allocations.

Quinquennium Shift
The statutes state that any county that does not receive its county minimum in the second
quinquennium (which ended in June 1993) will have its county minimum increased by the
corresponding amount in the third quinquennium. These deficits are identified in the individual
county estimate sheets included in this Fund Estimate. There is no corresponding provision,
however, that a deficit from the third quinquennium carry over to the founh.

In the third quinquennium, there are currently more projects programmed than can be funded in
that time period. As a result, all counties but one (Trinity) have more projects programmed than
their county minimum requires. This Fund Estimate makes no assumptions regarding which
projects will eventually be shifted from the third to fourth quinquennium. As a result, the county
estimate sheets tend to overstate the funding surplus in the third quinquennium and understate
the programming level in the fourth quinquennium.

• The county minimum fonnulae detennine how funds available for capital expenditure are to be distributed
geographically. Sixty percent of the funds are to be distributed in the southern county group while 40 percent are
distributed in the northern county group. The funds allocated within each county group are apportioned 30 percent
at the discretion of the Commission, and 70 percent based on the county minimum fonnula. The county minimum
calculation for each county in the county group is based 25 percent on highway miles, 75 percent on county
population.

County minimums are required to be met within each five year county minimum period. This five year period is
commonly referred to as a quinquennium. The first quinquennium ran from 1983/84 through 1987/88, the second
from 1988/9 through 1992/93, the third runs from 1993/94 through 1997/98, and the foorth from 1998/99 through
2002103. The 1994 STIP period includes the last four years of the third quinquennium and the fltSt lhree years of the
fourlh quinquennium.
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TEN-YEAR FUNDING TARGETS

Overview
One of the requirements of the Department's Proposed Fund Estimate is that it notify the
Commission if the ten-year funding targets established by the 1989 Summit Committee On
Transponation legislation· may not be met under the Fund Estimate being submitted.

The ten-year funding targets for transponation included both STIP and non-STIP programs.
Non-STIP programs include:
• Subvention to cities and counties,
• Traffic System Management,
• State-Local Partnership,
• Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation,
• Maintenance and Rehabilitation, and
• Transit Operations and Capital Improvements.

The STIP programs with established ten-year funding targets are:
• Flexible Congestion Relief,
• Interregional Roads,
• Soundwalls,
• Urban and Commuter Rail, and
• Intercity Rail.

As shown in the table on the next page, all of the funding categories included in the ten-year
targets, with the exception of the subventions to cities and counties and the State!Local
Partnership Program, have been fully programmed or have full funding reserved. In fact, the
amount programmed or reserved within the ten-year period exceeds the target level by $950
million. However, this Fund Estimate shows that resources are insufficient to meet all of these
existing commitments. The State!Local Partnership Program will fall $40 million shon of the
target level due to reductions made in the 1993-94 budget.

It should be noted that the Lorna Prieta earthquake has resulted in significant new expenditures
that were not known at the time the ten-year funding targets were established. Seismic
retrofitting of bridges on the State Highway system has cost $900 million and earthquake
restoration costs are an additional $695 million in excess of the Federal Emergency Relief funds
made available. These new expenditures, coupled with the failure of Proposition 156 and the
downturn in revenues due to the economy, need to be recognized when measuring our success in
accomplishing the ten-year funding targets.

• Chapter 105, Statutes of 1989, (SB 300, Kopp)
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TEN-YEAR STIP FuNDING LEVELS
TARGETS VS. PROGRAM

($ MILLION)

lO-Year Capital Funds Balance
Funding Outlay Programmed To Be

Funding Category Target Portion Or Reserved Programmed

Subventions to Cities & Counties $3,000 $0 $2,700 * $0
Traffic System Management 1,000 741 765 0
State-Local Partnership 2,000 0 1,960 0
Environmental Enhancements 100 0 100 * 0
Maintenance and Rehabilitation 1,000 741 933 0
Transit Ops. and Capital 500 500 500 0
1988 STIP Deficit 3,500 2,593 2,593 0
Flexible Congestion Relief 3,000 2,222 2,902 0
Interregional Roads 1,250 926 946 0
Soundwalls 150 111 145 0
Urban/Commuter Rail 2,550 2,550 2,550 0
Intercity Rail 450 450 450 Q

Total $18,500 $0

* Funds reserved automaticall
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Funds Available For Capital Outlay
Under this Fund Estimate, the State Highway Account and the Passenger Rail and Clean Air Act
Bond Fund together would have a $33 million reservation available.

Both the Northern and Southern Bridge Groups have .commitments in excess of resources. Only
the Vincent Thomas Bridge has resources in excess of commitments. However, toll bridge
commitments do not reflect the additional $610 million required for seismic retrofit.

The Transportation, Planning and Development Account, the Aeronautics Account, and the
Clean Air and Transportation Improvement Bond Fund have a combined $1.4 billion available
for programming.

AVAILABLE FOR CAPnAL OUTLAY
SEVEN-YEAR STIP TOTALS

WITH DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDAnONS
($MILLION)

Funds Current Available For
Available Commitments Programming

State Highway Account and
Passenger Rail and Clean Air Act Bond Fund $4,983 $5,016 -$33
Clean Air and Transportation

Improvement Bond Fund 1,990 982 1,008
Transportation Planning & Development Account 597 229 367
Toll Bridges:
• Northern Bridge Group 466 613 -146
• Southern Bridge Group 190 362 -172
• Vincent Thomas Bridge 24 3 21
• San Diego/Coronado Bridge 4 4 0
Aeronautics Account 33 11 22

By COUNTY

Not all funds are subject to the north/south and county minimum expenditure requirements.

The tables in Appendix B detail each county's minimum expenditure level, by five-year county
minimum period, and current program commitments.

By PROGRAM

State Highway Account and Passenger Rail and Clean Air Act Bond Fund
The Fund Estimate shows the State Highway Account and Passenger Rail and Clean Air Bond
Fund combined have $33 million in funds reserved for critical needs.
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Clean Air and Transportation Improvement Bond Fund
The Clean Air and Transportation Improvement Bond Fund (Prop. 116) has $1,008 million
available for programming in the STIP.

Transportation Planning & Development Account Programs
The Transportation Planning and Development Account (TP&D) funds the support costs for the
Department's Divisions of Mass Transportation and Rail, the administrative and certain
operational costs for intercity rail services and certain commuter rail services, capital costs for
Transit Capital Improvements (TCI) and provides part of the funding for planning and research
functions. There are $367 million in funds available to support additional TP&D programming
as shown below.

TRANSPORTAnON PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT ACCOUNT
FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR STIP PROGRAMMING

($Millions)

94/95

$.4

95/96

$95.8

96/97

$50.4

97/98

$50.6

98/99

$55.9

99/00

$56.7

00/01

$57.6

STIP
Total

$367.4

Toll Bridge Accounts
All toll revenues collected are used for bridge purposes such as debt retirement, bridge
operations, administration, certain maintenance costs not paid by the State Highway Account and
construction projects, with the exception of approximately $24 million annually to be transferred
to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC). While the Department has a statewide
system of toll bridges, current law prohibits pooling of account resources. Therefore, each
bridge or bridge group Fund Estimate reflects resourCeS available for additional programming,
after funding committed capital outlay.

Bay Area - Northern Bridge Group
This Fund Estimate shows no funds available for additional programming during the STIP
period. This is primarily due to the inclusion of a large Carquinez Straits Bridge project
scheduled for 1997-98. An analysis of program capacity considers both cashflow and bonding
capacity. The Department will prepare a cashflow plan for this Bridge Group based on the 1994 .
PSTIP.

Bay Area - Southern Bridge Group
This Fund Estimate shows no funds available for additional programming in the STIP period.
This is due to the inclusion of a large Route 92/Route 880 Interchange project scheduled for
1997/98. An analysis of program capacity considers both cashflow and bonding capacity. The
Department will prepare an analysis of program capacity considering cashflow and bonding
capacity based on the 1994 PSTIP projects.

Vincent Thomas Bridge
Toll revenues are increasing at a higher rate than previously projected. While toll collection
costs are also increasing, the rate of growth is lower than previously anticipated. As a result, the
fund reserves available for additional capital outlay programming are gradually increasing.
Under current statutes, once capital improvements and seismic retrofit are funded and all
outstanding bonds and loans are repaid, the toll rates are to be adjusted to a level that does not
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generate more revenue than is needed to efficiently maintain and operate the bridge. It is not
anticipated that this will occur during the current Fund Estimate period.

San Die~olCoronado Brid~e

Toll receipts have been increasing at a declining rate. Combined expenditures, project support
and capital improvement costs are projected to exceed available resources by 1994-95. With the
passage of SB 122, all state-imposed tolls on the bridge are abolished on June 30, 1995, and the
authority to levy tolls on the bridge, not to exceed $1.50 per vehicle, is transferred to the San
Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG). In addition, revenues from any tolls shall be
used, first for expenses related to the collection of tolls, operation of the bridge, reimbursement
of operating and maintenance costs, and second, for capital improvements on the bridge and its
approaches, as determined by the Department. After reimbursing the Department for the above
costs, any remaining balance of revenue collected that year are transferred to SANDAG
quanerly. Given the transfer .of authority to SANDAG to adjust the toll structure and reimburse
costs, they have become responsible for the financial integrity of the bridge.

Toll Bridge Accounts
Funds Available For Additional Programming

($ Millions)

Northern Bridge Unit STIP
~ 95/96 96/97 97/98 98/99 99100 00/01 Total

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Southern Bridge Unit STIP
~ ~ 96/97 97/98 .2.8.192 99100 00/01 Total

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Vincent Thomas Bridge STIP
~ 2.5L2.6 2fJ.fi1. ~ 2BL22 22LQQ 00Lill. .llial

$0 $0 $0 $0 $16.1 $2.7 $1.9 $20.6

San Diego/Coronado Bridge STIP
~ ~ ~ 97/98 98/99 22LQQ 00/01 Total

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Aeronautics Account Programs
The Aeronautics Program promotes optimum use of existing airports by assuring adequate air
service for small and medium sized communities, overseeing a statewide system of safe and
environmentally compatible airports that are integrated with other surface transportation systems,
and evaluation of statewide aviation needs. There are $22 million in funds available to support
additional aeronautics programming as shown below.

8



AERONAUTICS ACCOUNT
FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR STIP PROGRAMMING

($Millions)

21L2.i
$.4

2.)L2Q

$3.7

2fJm
$3.8
~

$3.8

9

28L22
$3.6

22LQQ
$3.5

QQLQl

$3.4

STIP
I2W
$22.2



fund Estimate Assumption~

GENERAL ECONOMIC OUTLOOK

California has experienced three years of recession. Although the economy seems to be
stabilizing, no fIrm evidence of recovery has yet materialized. The Fund Estimate is consistent
with the Department of Fmance's May Revision, which assumes a modest economic recovery
beginning in 1994. Economists expect future growth to be more moderate than that seen in the
1980's due to continuing economic and social problems.

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE INFLATION ESTIMATES

Pursuant to Government Code §14525.1, the Department of Finance (OOF) has provided the
inflation estimates for use in the 1994 STIP Fund Estimate. These rates are consistent with the
weak recovery scenario.

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE
ANNUAL INFLATION ESTIMATES

1992 FE

1994 FE

4.0%

3.0%

4.0%

3.5%

4.0%

3.5%

4.0%

3.5%

4.0%

3.5% 3.5% 3.5%

STATE HIGHWAY ACCOUNT

Overview
The State Highway Account is the largest of the Fund Estimate accounts. The principle sources
of funds are the excise taxes on motor vehicle fuels, truck weight fees, and the Federal Highway
Trust Fund. Monies deposited into the account fund the research, planning, construction,
improvement, maintenance, and operation of public streets, highways, and exclusive mass transit
guideways.

Revenue Summary
Federal Resources
As discussed in the major issues section, net Federal resources assume full funding of the Federal
apportionment levels provided in the lntermodal Surface Transportation EffIciency Act (lSTEA).
Although obligation authority was limited to about 80% in the 1992-93 fIscal year, the Fund
Estimate assumesjt.will return to 100% in 1993-94 and subsequent years. This Fund Estimate
also assumes that Federal funding will continue at these levels even after expiration of ISTEA in
1996-97.

State Revenues
State transportation revenues, like other State revenues, have been impacted by the economic
downturn. Consequently, State Highway Account revenues are starting at a much lower point
than was expected in the 1992 Fund Estimate. Revenues in 1994-95 are $188 million or nearly 8
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percent below what was anticipated. Due to more modest economic growth rates, no rebound in
revenues is anticipated, only moderate growth over the Fund Estimate period. Both fuel
consumption and weight fees are down from previous assumptions. Fuel consumption is
expected to grow near the long-term rate of one percent annually. Weight fees, which are more
heavily impacted by the economic problems, should recover slower, eventually returning to
annual growth rates of three to four percent.

Noncapital Expenditures
The noncapital program supports the Depanment's local assistance, maintenance, operations,
program development, and project support programs as well as administrative support. Federal
noncapital expenditures are based on the percent of apportionments/allocations allowed by
statute to be expended for project support and highway planning and research. In general, the
State noncapital expenditures shown in the Fund Estimate are essentially:

• Final 1993-94 budget levels;
• Adjusted for known legislative changes;
• Inflated at the DOF provided inflation rates;

As well, the noncapital expenditures reflect the Department's recommendations for dealing with
the funding shortfall. The figures for maintenance, planning, program development, operations,

.and administration, as well the BCP reservation reflect the Department's recommended
reductions.

Owner-operator support activities, such as developing project study reports, were grown at the
DOF rates. Support for locally funded projects, however, were based on projected work load.
All other capital outlay support was set at 33.2% of fundable capital outlay adjusted by the one
percent reduction enacted in the 1993-94 budget.

Resource Adjustments
Resource adjustments modify the funds available for capital outlay to better reflect the "true"
amount of programmable resources. Pre-obligation is a method of "tying up" Federal resources
now, for expenditure at some later date; advance construction is where the expenditure takes
place now, but is charged against future Federal funds. In the pre-STIP year, expenditures
funded by pre-obligation are essentially free, whereas the paying off of advance construction
reduces available resources without a current year expenditure. Accordingly, the Fund Estimate
treats outstanding pre-obligations as an addition to Federal resources and advance construction as
a drain on Federal resources. The 1993/94 year contains $508 million in Federal right of way
pre-obligations and $500 million in advance construction.

In addition, the Depanment uses federal funds that local governments are unable to expend
within the required time frames. These local funds will need to be repaid in the STIP period,
reducing available resources by $350 million.

The budget capacity adjustment compensates for the accounting difference caused by the split­
financing of projects in the budget and the full programming of funds in the Fund Estimate. The
adjustment represents a one-time reduction in State funding capacity of $59 million.

Non-STIP C/O
State-Local Partnership

.Streets & Highways Code §26oo establishes the State-Local Transportation Partnership Program.
The statute called for $300 million to be programmed in 1990/91, and $200 million each year
thereafter. In the 1993-94 budget, the appropriation for this program was reduced to $160
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million. Consistent with statutes, the Fund Estimate reflects $200 million per year through the
STIP period.

Seismic Retrofit and EarthQuake Restoration
The earthquake that struck Loma Prieta on October 17, 1989 resulted in two transportation
financing needs. First, transportation facilities damaged or destroyed by the earthquake had to be
restored. Second, seismically deficient bridges throughout the State had to be retrofitted. The
final phase of this work is expected to be completed in 1993-94, however due to delays in
completion dates, the funding level shown for the final year is substantially higher than reflected
in the prior Fund Estimate.

SHOPP, Traffic Systems Management & Reservations
State Highway Operation and Protection Plan (SHOPP) projects are shown as adopted in the
1992 Mid-Cycle Update. Traffic Systems Management (TSM) projects reflect a reservation
based on the ten year target levels.

STIP Capital Outlay
Committed STIP projects include all STIP amendments through June 1993, including the mid­
cycle STIP Revision presented in June. In addition, a $10 million reservation is included in
1994-95 and 1995-96 in the Flexible Congestion Relief program in order to provide the
payments required by the U.S. District Court's judgement in Keirh v. Volpe, dealing with housing
commitments attributable to the construction of the Century Freeway.

ISTEA, the Federal transportation funding act, established a new Transportation Enhancement
Program. The Federal resources reflected in this Fund Estimate include funding for this
program. Therefore, a $213 million reservation has been included in STIP totals in order to fund
this program over the ISTEA period.

PASSENGER RAIL BOND FUNDS

Overview
AB 973 (Costa, Chapter 108, Statutes of 1989) placed a series of three $1 billion general
obligation bond issues on the ballot to finance rail projects: one each on the June 1990,
November 1992, and November 1994 ballots. Upon voter approval, the bond proceeds were to
be programmed no more than 85 percent for urban and commuter rail projects and at least 15
percent for intercity rail projects. Also, AB 461 (Katz, Chapter 106, Statutes of 1989) required
that the urban/commuter rail programs be subject to the north/south and county minimum
programming requirements.

Proposition 108, the first of the three $1 billion bond issues prescribed by AB 973, was passed by
the voters in June 1990; however, Proposition 156, the second of the three measures, was
rejected by the voters in November 1992. The 1990 STIP programmed rail projects assuming
voter passage of all bond issues prescribed by AB 973, using an 85 percent/15 percent split
between urban/commuter and intercity rail projects on routes and corridors specified in the
legislation. With the failure of Proposition 156, the 1994 STIP Fund Estimate shows a deficit
funding over the seven-year STIP period of almost $1 billion.

Resources
AB 973 authorized a series of three, $1 billion general obligation bond issues to be placed on the
ballot. The first $1 billion was made available by the passage of Proposition 108 in June 1990;
the second measure was rejected by the voters in November 1992; and the third measure must be
approved by the voters in November 1994 to be implemented. The Passenger Rail and Clean Air
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Bond Act Fund Estimate assumes voter approval of the 1994 bond issue. Proposition 116
authorized $1.99 billion in bonds.

Allocations
Under Proposition 108, $804.0 million in allocations have been made through July 1993: $112.6
million to intercity rail projects, $281.4 million to urban rail projects, and $410.0 million to
commuter rail projects. Under Proposition 116, $971.8 million in project applications have been
approved through July 1993: $910.6 million to rail projects, $20.0 million to bicycle projects,
$22.9 million to ferry services, and $18.4 million to non-urban county projects.

Expenditures
The bond charges in both rail bond Fund Estimates represent the cost of issuance associated with
selling the bonds and the fee charged by the State Treasurer's Office and the State Controller's
Office for servicing bond proceeds. These charges are estimated at 0.03% of the total bond sales
each fiscal year. Administrative support costs for Proposition 108 bonds will be funded by the
Transportation Planning & Development (TP&D) Account. Proposition 116 provides $10
million for support costs. Furore operational costs for rail services implemented as a result of
both rail bonds will be funded by local agencies or the TP&D Account.

Committed Program
.The proceeds of Proposition 108 and the 1994 Bond Act will be available to fund intercity, urban
and commuter rail projects. The committed program for the Passenger Rail and Clean Air Bond
Fund is based on projects adopted in the 1992 STIP as amended. Proposition 116 will fund
intercity, urban and commuter rail projects and certain non-rail projects. The non-rail projects
include bicycle, ferry service, railroad museum and non-urban county projects. The committed
program for Proposition 116 has not been programmed into the STIP, so the Fund Estimate
reflects funding available in 1993-94.

Debt Service Financing
All of the rail bond packages, Proposition 108 and 116 and the November 1994 ballot
proposition, specify that the debt service is to be paid by the General Fund. However, the 1992­
93 and 1993-94 Budget Acts funded debt service in those years through loans from the State
Highway Account and the Transportation Planning and Development Account. The Fund
Estimate assumes these funds will be repaid within the seven-year STIP period and accordingly
has not reserved any transportation funds for rail bond debt service.

1994 Bond Measure
If the 1994 bond measure does not pass, the STIP will experience a further funding reduction of
$1 billion. If the Commission maintains its commitment to the funding of all projects included in
the 1994 STIP, this would mean the deferral of $1 billion in project funding, including $850
million that is subject to the north/south split and county minimum requirements. Because of the
county minimum requirement, the funding deferral would not be limited to counties with rail
projects. Every county would have its funding guarantee for the third quinquennium (1993-98)
reduced by about 15 percent, with this funding delayed into the fourth quinquennium (1998­
2(03). If no projects are deleted from the 1994 STIP, the loss of the 1994 bond measure would
reduce new programming capacity in the 1996 STIP by $1 billion, or about 50 percent.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT ACCOUNT

Overview
The Transportation Planning and Development Account funds the support costs for the
Department's Divisions of Mass Transportation and Rail, the administrative and certain
operational costs for intercity rail services and certain commuter rail services, capital costs for
Transit Capital Improvements (TCI) and provides part of the funding for planning and research
functions. The majority of the revenues flowing into the Account come from the sales tax on
diesel fuel and a portion of the sales tax on gasoline.

Revenues
A steady increase in revenue is anticipated for both gasoline and diesel sales tax. Since fiscal
year 1987-88 diesel sales tax revenue has been the primary funding source for the TP&D
Account. Beginning with the Summit Committee on Transportation legislation, the gasoline

. sales tax realized by increasing the excise tax has also been dedicated to the TP&D Account.
This account also derives revenues from a "spillover" formula which is calculated based on the
level of gasoline sales relative to all taxable sales. When the economy is weak, the spillover
tends to rise. The Fund Estimate is tied to the Department of Finance's May Revision forecast,
which anticipates $44 million of spillover revenue in 1994-95. The Fund Estimate also assumes
that the 1992-93 debt service loan of $7 million will be repaid in 1994-95 and the $91.5 million
loan provided for 1993-94 will be repaid in 1995-96.

The State Highway Account Transfer is equal to a "fair share" of the transportation planning
duties attributable to highway and guideway planning and research. Currently the fair share is 90
percent of program planning costs, 90 percent of the California Transportation Commission costs
and 50 percent of the cost of the Institute for Transportation Studies. There is also a fair share
transfer of $30,000 from the Aeronautics Account.

Expenditures
The program costs are escalated at the rates established by the Department of Finance. The
1994-95 prior year commitment reflects 1988 STIP projects.

As in the 1992 Fund Estimate, the 1994 Fund Estimate includes a $2 million Budget Change
Proposal reservation. This level is considered to be a prudent reserve and the level will be
reviewed in each Fund Estimate to ensure it continues to reflect expected future program levels.
There is also a $2.5 million annual reservation for expanded Amtrak operating costs.

State Transit Assistance
The statutory formula used to calculate the State Transit Assistance (STA) program level allows
for the deduction of support costs from sales tax revenues transferred to the TP&D Account, with
the remaining sales tax revenue divided equally between STA and those programs shown as the
Committed Program (those eligible for funding pursuant to the Public Utilities Code § 99315).
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Committed Program
The committed program for the TP&D Account consists of:
• Prior Year Commitments,
• Transit Capital Improvements, and
• Rail Services and Feeder Bus Operations.

Rail Services and Feeder Bus Operations consist of State administrative and operational support
for Amtrak intercity rail costs projected to the end of the STIP period, including anticipated
additional costs required to provide operational support for the new services identified in the
California Rail Passenger Development Plan. Rideshare is also an eligible activity, but no costs
are projected at this time.

TOLL BRIDGES

Overview
The toll revenues collected on the nine state-owned toll bridges are deposited into four toll
revenue funds:

• San Francisco Bay Bridges--Northern Unit

• San Francisco Bay Bridges--Southern Unit

• Vincent Thomas Bridge

• San Diego/Coronado Bridge

All the revenues collected are used for bridge purposes such as debt retirement, bridge
operations, administration, certain maintenance costs not paid by the State Highway Account and
constmction projects, with the exception of approximately $24 million annually to be transferred
to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC).

Approximately 95 percent of the revenues come from tolls collected at the bridges. These
revenues are affected by traffic volumes and the mixture of vehicle types. Different vehicles pay
different tolls. The majority of the bridge traffic is commuter traffic and the growth is generally
influenced by the economy. The remaining 5 percent of the revenues in each fund comes from
interest on investments, credit fees and rental income.

Revenues
Toll revenue forecasts for the seven Northern California state-owned bridges decreased
approximately $50 million since the 1992 Fund Estimate as a result of the recession and the
emphasis on transit alternatives.

Because of existing project commitments and the decline in revenues, the Department will
prepare a new financial plan for both Northern Bridge groups to reassess project fundability once
the 1994 STIP is adopted.

Expenditures
Costs for bridge operation and administration, maintenance, and project support have been
established at past actual levels and escalated according to the rates established by the
Department of Finance. Debt service reflected in the Fund Estimate are those payments which
are due on existing bridge group bonds.
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Committed Capital Outlay
, The 1992 Adopted STIP project costs are shown for committed capital outlay.

AERONAUTICS ACCOUNT

Overview
The Aeronautics Program promotes optimum use of existing airports. This is achieved by
assuring adequate air service for small and medium sized communities, overseeing a statewide
system of safe and environmentally compatible airports that are integrated with other surface
transportation systems and evaluation,of statewide aviation needs. The majority of the revenues
supporting the Aeronautics Program come from a seventeen-cent-per-gallon excise tax on
aviation gasoline and a two-cent-per-gallon excise tax on jet fuel.

Revenues
Revenues generated from the excise tax on aviation gasoline are expected to gradually decline as
the industry moves to jet fuel powered aircraft. Revenue from the tax on jet fuel is forecast to
increase throughout the STIP period. In addition, the Aeronautics Account provides $30,000
annually to the TP&D Account as a "fair share" or pro rata portion of planning costs.

Expenditures
State operations, or the cost of administering the Aeronautics Program, is escalated at the rates
determined by the Department of Finance. A Budget Change Proposal reservation of $100,000
annually is also included to reflect workload increases. This level is considered to be a prudent
reserve and the level will be reviewed in each fund estimate to ensure it continues to reflect
expected future program levels.

The Department is required by Public Utilities Code Section 21632 to do an analysis and report
to the Legislature regarding all prospective military base closures. Chapter 710 of 1992 (AB
2824, Speir) temporarily suspended, through December 31, 1994, the requirement that the
Department report its findings to the Legislature. However, beginning in January 1995, the
Department will again be required to report on these base closures. The costs are estimated to be
$50,000 each for the analysis and report for announced and projected military base closures
through 1996-97. In 1995-96 the military bases that will require analysis are: Castle-AFB,
Fritzsche-AAF, Tustin-MCAS and Moffet-NAS. In 1995-96 the bases requiring evaluation are:
McClellan-AFB, Point Mugu-NAS, El Toro-MCAS, March-AFB, Alameda-NAS and Twenty­
nine Palms. In 1996-97 there are four projected base closures that will require investigation.
Therefore, the Fund Estimate reserves $700,000 over the 1994-95 through 1996-97 period in
order to fund these studies.

An additional $200,000 is reserved in 1994-95 in order to conduct noise hearing required by
Public Utilities Code Section 21669. Airports making the requests are San Jose, San Francisco,
Long Beach and Van Nuys. The hearings are estimated to cost $50,000 each, with the exception
of San Francisco International Airport, which is expected to cost $100,000.

Local Assistance Expenditures
The Grants to Local Agencies provide $5,000 to each of the 193 qualifying airports and is
projected to maintain at the same level through the STIP period. The Acquisition and
Development (A&D) figures shown are those which were previously programmed based on the
1992 Fund Estimate. In February 1994 a new four-year aeronautics local assistance program will
be adopted by the CTC which will program projects from 1996-97 through 1999-00.
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Funds Available for Programming

The Fund Estimate anticipates $22 million will be available for additional programming over the
entire STIP period,
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AQpendix A - Fund Estimate Detail



1993-94 I
& Prior I 1994-95 1995-96 1996-97 1997-98 1998-99 1999-00

RESOURCES I
Beginning Reserves 53 I
"Old" Slate Revenues 1,047 I 1,089 1,111 1,134 1,159 1,186 1,216
"New" State Revenues 933 I 1,198 1,200 1,218 1,238 1,256 1,273
Net Federal Resources 1,992 1,754 1,752 1,752 1,752 1,752 .1,752
Passenger Rail and Clean Air Bond Act Fund 196 1,000 0 0 0 0 0
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August 1993
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1994 STlP FUND ESTIMATE (51,000,000)
STATE HIGHWAY ACCOUNT AND PASSENGER RAIL BOND FUND

SUMMARY· STATE FUNDS
Based On ISTEA & Final Budge'
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1994 STIP FUND EsrIMATE ($1,000,000)
STATE HIGHWAY ACCOUNT AND PASSENGER RAIL BOND FUND

SUMMARY· STATE FUNDS
Based On ISTEA &: Final Budget
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1994 STIP FUND ESTIMATE (51,000,000)
SfATE ffiGHWAY ACCOUi'o'T AND PASSENGER RAIL BOND FUND

SUMMARY· FEDERAL FUNDS
_ On IsrEA " Final Budget
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1993-94 I
& Prior I 1994·95 1995-96 19%-97 1997·98 1998-99 1999·00

RESOURCES I
Total Apponionmcnt/AlIocation 51.992 I 51,754 51.752 51,752 51.752 51.752 51.752
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I
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I
NET RESOURCES $1,226 I $9<19 5945 5945 5945 $945 $945

I
RESOURCE ADJUSfMENTS I
Pre-Obligation/(Advance Construction) 58 I 50 50 50 50 50 SO
Budget Clpacity Adjustment 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0
State Much (10.7%) 147 I 116 113 113 Il3 113 113
TOTAL RESOURCEADJUSTMENTS 5155 I 5116 5/13 5113 5113 5113 5113

I
I

FUNDS AVAlUBLE FOR C/O $1,381 I 5/.0SS $/,058 5/,058 $/,058 $/,058 $/,058
I
I

U'l/1UIIId Prit>r y...,. C/O $0 I (5616) (S480) (5763) (5976) (5924) (5I,IIl3)
I

NON-sT1P CiO I
StaIe/LoeaI Pannenhip &. Reserv..ion SO I SO SO SO SO 50 50
Seismic Relrofn &. Reservation 30S I 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ea:nbquake Restoration &. Reservation 644 I 0 0 0 0 0 0
SlI1c Highway Operation &. Protection 308 I 364 378 391 405 418 433
Minor &. Reservation 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0
TSM &. Reservation 51 I 46 50 52 57 60 63
TOTALNON.sT/P C/O 51,308 I 54/0 5428 5443 5462 5478 5496

I

~~YA!~!!~,f;R~
, ..... '":" ...... ......;;:;:..: .............. . .. . ....,'....

:~,t @tI}' ,$~ ~l#l'
.....;:;.~

~CA.,UAf)~m:LAY: (~), .~.C·,..··· '",,'.,-,' ········.·,·......-···,,,··,·,····v.··,·. .~,:," " ."~
....-......., ....j~..•••• r ••••~ .. ...... . _._._ .. ~':il.~..~ .... ... __ ........ _~. l .

I
SfIPClO S759 I 5469 5913 5828 S544 5844 SO

I

• !#~~'
.-.: ..~.... ...,.:>-: •. ... ····· .. V'w ...... ,,<.'~ "'",""'~" ....... ..... , .

~ :'

'P,"1 'lit' $!I' ;~ ~ .~

. , ••.•........ ~ ..'''~., ... J .... .. . .... .... ·· ...w.-·.·.""".,,

I
UNFUNDED PROGRAM (8686) I ($480) (S?63) (5976) (5924) (5I.lIl3) (8626)
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FINAL
August 1993

1994 STIP FUND ESTlMATE (51,000,000)

STATE HIGHWAY ACCOUNT AND PASSENGER RAIL BOND FUND

SUMMARY· STATE'" FEDERAL FUNDS

Based On lSTEA '" Final BUdget

o
o

78
219

10
183

1999-00

60

78
219

10
182
31
70

o

S6sa

1998-99

S8

1997-98

56
o

1996-971995-961994-9S

1993-94

'" Prior
ProJ«t Support

• OwnerlOperolor SO S2 S4

• Seismic R=""--__ 70 0 0
• Earthquake Restonl1ioo 229 0 0 0

• Intenegional Roads ~==~~:~7~9~~~~:=~7~8~_~~718__• Cnngestioo Relief 88 219 219 219

• SoundwaI1s 11 10 10
• Swe Highway Qperalioo "''.f!1__i 74 184 183 182 I

• TSM Projects 13 32 31 31 31
Y unded Projeas 68 86 80 77 76

TaTAL PROJECT SUPPORT 1628 S66S S6SS S6S3 1654

1993,94 1"""'~!;!;wr"'[
& Prior 1994-9S 1995-96 1996-97 1997·98 1998-99 1999-00 2000-01 '"10ii';t.:t.,,:

STlPClO
,..-n-.-.-.-....;.,_. ..;.

I;

"Interregional Road Symm 113 149 115 227 160 151 0 0 , ~lt1

Flexible Congestion Relief 736 304 739 622 3S1 670 0 0 :~_.- :_.1}~~Transportation Enhancement Rese:va!ion 43 4S 38 3S 37 IS 0 0
j~~SoundwaUs 42 26 38 9 27 18 0 0

Passenger Rail and Clean Air Bond Act Fund 1.0S6 268 723 111 IS 13 0 0 :;>......A~~.
TaTAL SFIP C/O S1,99O S792 SI,663 SI,_ SS90 S967 $0 $0 , SS,OI6



1". roND ESllMATE
PASSENGER RAIL AND CLEAN AIR BOND ACT FUND

PR0f'OSITI0N JOlHAR m COSl'Al

(INCLUDED IN TBE SUMMARY -STATE" FEDERAL FUNDS TABLE)
(1lau-..a)

R__

BODd AuthDriwica··
Prior Y-. R.!lwrre for FlItlI:r'e £'4 ,. .­
Lea Solid AUoc:atiou
Lt:a &olld C1arp

RcIIou.n::a Anilable ID bo Alloc::a&ecl

Coaul'lll1td Prosralll·
• Prior YcarCommitmmu····
.. InIercity Rail
• Commuter Rail

• Urt:-. Rail

Uf>.M
6PR101

IIXXJIXXJ
o

IO<,lI2O
201

19.5,772 139,6l4

o
116,Q27

4,069
141,345,.....,

(121,107)

I ......

o
(121,807)

o
o

(121,107)

(~2.,214)

o
(152,214)

o
o

(1.52,2.14)

o
o

9,26'
10U07
111,D61

(9153,212)

199'7·91

o
(963,212)

o
o

(963,212)

(971,2A9)

I ......

o
(971,2A9j

o
o

(97',2A9j

(991,12D)

.-
o

("',12D)
o
o

(991,120)

("',120)

NoUi:
*1beCommiaed Pro.- CII:ICIi&iq ofpnl'j.- ia!be 1992 ustlPwIDdI iDeIul* JllVjecu ......10"'" PnIpoIilioD. 156 ... tbI:t tbl~ t:ai.W. Ul~
•• Voter appronl oflbo 1994 boDeS~ II -.L
••-Th_ flJUl"Cll_ cumulali... ad will DOt1Idd~ .
•••• PrioryeeJ: COUlllliaDeaD c::omiIt ofprvjecu.ill t1Ie 1992 USl1P__prv.,.maud prior ID FY 1994-9.5 but wbicb. ...DOtl'llCei1'ed aD.noc.Dan.

BoDd AUoc.::uiclu _ dlroUJb. lilly 1993 m:I OXIIilitorSll1.6 millioD for iIlla'cit)'rail,.S2IIAmilliou for urbmni4 _ $410.0 mWi«l lor _uurNilpoojoda.
BoDd Olarpl repraem~1lIX~ thrvuP JuDe 30, 1993 ad wtimllled apcadilW'&tb~.

FINAL
Aa,...,l",

Rnoarcn
:Bood AutboriP:1ioa
lAM Appruwed BODd ApplloniOlll·
Lea AdminiAntiYeSllppcwt

L.eu BoDd Qarac:I:

r.btn S.pport CCIIIb

AdmiDiftrstive Sappon
._0...,

Diltrlb"liDa of Aa...lATabble to be P'rop'a_.ed
R.olI
Noa·Urtu Co\ZDtia;
Ftny Scrricel
Biqde
RaiiroC MIIICWI1

OM nJND ES1IMAtt
a.EAN.AIIt ANDTRANSPORTAnON IMPROVEMENT BOND FUND

PROPQS1DON JJ§

($" aao..dI)

1.9901XXJ
V11.7t1

917
114

UU7.l11

.......

UXJI,213

N_
.ApproYfld boad applic:8tiolll ..1Iuou:&h July 1993_ ClI:IDIiltorS910,556 mi1lioD fornil.Sli371 millio:D for -.urbm CDIIIIliIIt. S22.160 millic:e foe t.I)' 1Ia'Yic:ee,.ad S20.ooo million for bic:yde projocU.
AdminUtrativcSupport aDd Bood CIarpIam M:Daa1 a:rpeDd..imreI thnIuah JUDe 30, 1993 md~ CllJI'CDdiIW'a tb-tUr.



19M FtJND ESTIMATE
TRANSPORTAnON PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACCOUNT

BASED ON TRENDS AND EX5TING LAW
(S 10 ,'-)

1~-;%VM2:t.W·.:~

r6.nsm !~~~~G!

I".." 199f.2IIH1997-91,-"

. 44.000 0 0 0 0 0
56,100 55.600 57;JJYJ 57"00 53,300 58.700

107.100 100.700 103.900 108,900 123,400 129.800
5,000 5.000 5.000 5.000 5.000 5,000

0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0

7.000 91,500 0 0 0 0
17,000 lum 18.000 18.000 19,000 19,000

236,200 269,100 184,100 189,700 20:5,700 212.500

I
I

17,716 I 13,200 11,100 19.500 20,200 20.900 21,600
1>'601 1 13,000 13,500 14,(X)() 14.500 15.000 15,500
4.032 I 4.000 4,100 4,200 4,300 4.500 4,700
1.239 1 1,300 1,300 1.300 1,300 1,300 1,300
1.49& 1 1,500 1.600 1.700 1,800 1.900 >'000

956 1 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1,000 1.000
01 2,000 4JX1J 6,000 8.000 10,000 1;000

3&.042 1 41,000 44,300 47.700 51.100 S4.600 51,100
I
I

96.909 I 195,200 225,500 136,400 131,600 151,100 154,400

I
I

(S4.300) (115.100) (110.2.S0) (65.700) (....00) m.osO) (14.700)

0 10.500 0 0 0 0 0
&7.500 70.500 0 0 0 0 0
27,910 11.700 19.500 20,300 21,200 22.100 23,000

11S.410 99,700 19,500 20,300 21;JJYJ 22.100 23.000

(72,101) • • • • • •

134.951

1993-M
1<PR10R 1 ,_..

I
I
I

4>.643 I
55.600
49.600

100"00
9.000

(11,000)
(111,500)
(31,500)

(255)
o

16,563

RESOURCES
Bepmina Reserve
S..Tax On o-&..spillow<
Sale&TuOn~Prop111
S" To. On DieIel
Inte:rellt (SMIF)
TraMfer to the Genc:tal FImd (1)
Tmnafer to the Gcmnl Fu:ad (2)
Tnnder to the Stale Hip_y Accoum (3)
Baed r:L Eqv.aliz.-icm Audit
Debt Serric:eRcpayrnmt-Galcnl Fmsd (4)
SlaleJiiBhway Ac:count Tmnsfc:r (5)
Total RImIII"'CU

SUPPORT COSTS
1lCl.t: MauTrmu Staff.t: Suppcxt
Ptarmina swr.t: Support
Loco! """'""s
California Tnm:pmatiat Camm:i.u:i.CI\
Public Utilitiea Cornmiuion
lnItiaae ofT~porwi.an SI:Ud:iea
BCP ReIen'alion
T.... Sup_

COMMnTED PROGRAM
• Prior Year Corm:nilmatt (7)
• TrmIil CIpisal Impco.aDG1U
• Raa S...-ItF_au. Opo (S)

Not.:

:r· ~' '"""'''',,'':''''', "v'"

.,..~¥~~~~
......................, ..'..... ::>;~::~

IS_-rn.l ......... (0)

(I) nIInpn &r-*rofSMIF ......... 1M Gner1II .---t1o Uoe I," 88dptAd'" :u6t4U04M.
(1) ne.npn ~ ..&Mc...I,.... DeW5errieL
(3) 1'1lk rIpN ~ .. tire StMe 8JIIIrn1 Aea-.llo 1Nd:.fIl AI'tIdr XIX (C......J) r-d....
(4) n.lff2tJ.1 Ad~ .......&Mc..ni,.... ,.. 8eMI Detlt.5en'b w"" U. ,.,.,-1" "Ia. ' ,iii be

MiMer 2A U...ol D. ..--' UiI ....., ...~ ...._f.. U."I.5 .......L

(5) n.S..BIB .,Acc-.tT s::M.,MI~..TPAD.......,f~U..uroa-tksA.ee-aL
('> nelm -.-.~__ ......I'I-4iM("......,.S112.3 ....) {STA)'JS$"lkIL
(1) n. Qpn .... • "",..r I"..". nil S11P eea........
(I) nt,.....,.,..-tA...... opII COItI jKt ..~ •• ,..lrl_rt, • .u.u. fIInl M"Ika
(9) 11Ie P"'DI"- f. 19t3-M Mel prior lion Iiot refIId,,-u.e acUaa 51 .1.... ftdlKlb .. 'oen.. for prtDr Jelr

Tr 1CIIpMaI J."......Iprejeda wlokll ..ad ..-n.ct. ee.......Iom.....



FINAL
11...... 1993

NORTHERN BRIDGE UNIT REVENUE '" CONSTRUCTION FUND
BONDING CAPACrrv AND COVERAGE ANALVSIS

-·WITH TRANSFERS TO THEMTCO··

}4"

o

1,000
900

14,200
1,300
4,600

o
(1,300)

5 800
5800

1998-99

(2BO,BOO) (246,200)
300 300
100 100
200 200

67,100 69,200

2,000
6100
8100

303,500
300 7,000
300 310.500

..... ,,::,::~..,•• v .....''''..''''M<...••

4,400
3700
8100

(8,200) (28O,BOO) (246,200) (197,100) (146,300) n;..,~(~\!!1i·li(~ll

3$00
J(m
4 900

2400

1995-96 -,1",996-=97u.-,1",99",7:.;;-9",,8

(43,900)

3,100
t 600
4700

1994.95

12,000 12,400 12,SOO 13,200 13,700
1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300
4,600 4,600 4,600 4,600 4,600

0 0 0 0 0
(100) (BOO) (1,000) (1,200) (1,200)

5,600 1,700 1,000 1,000 1,000
BOO BOO BOO 800 900

23 600 20 000 19.soo 19700 29300

219,000 (36,600) 200 37,800 (233,400)

ll,700
1,300
4,600

o

BOO
700

19100

18,300 292,000
2.100 300

21100

1993.94

174,100 I' (1S,OOO)

162,400 174,100 (1S,OOO) (43,900) (8,200)
300 300 300 300 300

7$00 9,300 100 100 100
100 200 200

56$00 58$00 60$00 63,000 65,100
5,000

0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0

232.soo 242,600 (16,6001 19,700 57.soo

213,400

10,600
6,200
1 iOO

18200

EXPENDITURES

8e&iminS Reserve
c..dit Fees I R<nullnc:omc
Ina>mc: From Inveslnlellll
lITCIAVI Aca._
Tollhv......
SHA TnmferforSeianic
NOlBond i'roc<eds
Raerve Fund Earning.

T....R_

Bridse 0penticnJ '" AcImini""';""
Main........
Debt Scrvicz u dl990
Additional Debt Scrviee
lITCIAVI Opention. SavinS'
Reservati"" {or lITCIAVI, Lane Regillralion
aDd ACCXllIII1ing
TranderlOMTC-pursuanllOSU '" Hwys
Code 30913 (b)

T.... ErpeDd_

AVAILABLE r... SUPPORT

RESOURCES

SeUmic PJOj<cI Support
Meuure I Support
Naa-Meuure I Project Support

T.... SUpport

\,~;,',/ ~~lV ,:;~~,~ ,:"" ' -.
RESERVAnONS'" UNFlJNDI!D PROGRAM



FINAL
A..... l993

SOUI'HERN BRIDGE UNIT REVENUE'" CONSTRUCTION FUND
BONDING CAPACITY AND COVERAGE ANALYSIS

--WITH TRANSFERS TO THE MTe-··

20,100
8,400
5,700

°(I,soo)

1,200
13,100
10,200

(222,000)
3,800

100
300

78,800

1,200
12,900
10,100

19,400
8,100
5,700

°(1,500)

(219,900)
3,700

100
300

77,700

18,700
7,800
5,700

°(1,500)

1,200
12,700
10,OCX)

600
55.200

(114,100)
3,600

100
300

76,600

18,100
7,500
5,100

°(1,200)

1,200
12,500
9,100

600
54.300

(100,200)
3,500

100
200

75,400

68,100
3,400
4,OCX)

100
74,200

2,100
12,300
9,600

17,500
7,200
5,800

°(I,OCX)

600
54.100

92,100
3,300
4,900

6,700
12,100
9,500

600
57.900

73,OCX)

• 17,OCX)
7,OCX)
5,800

°(100)

900
11,900
9,300

16,600
6,100
5,100

°°

600
51900

183,500
3,200
9,OCX)

1993·94 I
I
I
I
I
I
I

71,100 I
XI,OCX) I

01 ° ° ° ° ° °-::::-:-=::!O,.'...."=,,,O,. _=c::::!0,. _=='0.,. _-:::::=,0.,. "'=-:-::!o.,. _=='0.,.
294 500 173300 149800 121 OCX)} 133.500\ (138.100\ 039 OCX)}

rm.1~;W;''''')
1994·95 1995.96 1996-97 1997·98 1998·99 1999-2000 2000-2001 :...JIm'AL .•'

H'~"

11

"Iii .-
. 'n~

g:1... ........~~ .. :~1
012 600) !::::A:~'661J!OOf~

I~,:·%:)'<;,:,:q'···;·········

I
I:

20,800 I:
8,700 I:
5,700 I'°I:

(1,500) t:
I)

:i:E Ii ill
600 600 600 :L..»<itdl

---:5"'6~5OO~ ---:57;:;7800~ ---:5;;;9~.200~1 ;:;-c;:tl9fOOW:
I' .

242,600 115,400 95,700 (75,300) (88,700) (194,600) (196,800) (17I,800):t ~~@~;l

23.700 I; i.a~
6,900 8,OCX) 5,600 9,100 10,800 I: j:p~
5100 5.5004 600 . 8700 13 600 12 400 I' 3"*"

ToUl Support 357oo! 13.500 10200 17 800 24400 12400 ° ° !,lli'i:"'{7L:lOg'<

EXPENDITURES

RESOURC~

IlqiaDing-'e
Qodil Feea I R-..llncome
Income From Invutmems
ETCIAVI A= !nl=st
TOUa........
SHA Tnnd'er for Seismic
Netlloncl Proceeds
Raerve F...:I Eaming.

ToUlR_rcos

AVAILABLE rew SUPPORT

Seismic I'Iojoct Suppon
Mcuun: 1Suppon
Non·Meaure 1 Suppon

Bridge 0perati0nI '" AdmiNllmion
'Main_
Debt Service u m1990
Additianal Deb< Service
ETCIAVI Operotim. Savinp
Reservation foe ETCIAVI, Lane Regiltration
one! Aceounting
T lfer To MTC-Su '" Hwys Code 30890
T lfer 10 MTC·Transi. Captial Pros.....
punuan110 SUkHwy Code 30914
T....lfer 10 MTC-Su '" Hwys Code 30914 (h)

ToUl Erpendl.......



FINAL
A""" 1993

VINCENT THOMAS TOLL BRIDGE
BONDING CAPACITY ESTIMATE

PER TRENDS AND EXISTING LAW
(SIN THOUSAl'mS)

•. ........ 'X -, "<': ······"·;~·:r~· ,.. '~(J#'''''''' ······"ia~·~'<<<o «"'"'it-~''';'~'';''''' 'c:!~r" . ..'V;....',.•..~fSO:.:..' •.: ..: ~,'••·,··.··.·,.'Ji.',.'.'._,'.B.,...~...fjf....:~,~.... ~,~::.'.~.'.' ..~.:.'.~.f;._'fO(I,...-...._.:.,~
'•• '~" .'h-.."•.X •• " ••••••1: _..""~.~..'".'~_~._ ~.w " •.•_".,.~ _~~ .. ~';~""'}._'>_'''''_"N'_ ., •..• ~.~ • ..., .•.•~ ~

o

o
o

960
30

3520
4SJO

o

13.960
o

840
30

3440
18PO

13,96011,97012,2309.660 I 10.640

1993-94 I 1994·95 1995·96 1926-97 1997-98
RESOURCES I

I
1lqimUn. ReterYe 8,360 9.660 10.640 12,230 11.970
Credit F... t R<llIa1 Income 0 0 0 0 0
Income FromIn_ 410 510 620 730 720
ETCIAVI A«<._ 20 20 30
Toll Reveuxa 3 gro 3149 3210 3290 3370

TotalR.......... 11840 13310 14490 16PO 16 09Q

EXPENDITURES

Brid.e Opemions .t Admmilll'ltiat
Main........
Debt Service
fITCiAVI 0penti0ll' SavinI'
lWervuioo for ETCIAVI,!Ale Reailll'ltiat
and A<c:cuJ11in&

Total Expendltura

RESERVATIONS.t UNFUNDED PROGRAM

1998.99 1299.2000 2000'2001 LiB\, ..
It' " ~I,

IJ:' :21
36~ :Lf., ..>¥m~
3 800 I t.>-:::--4:4fi940~

I'···············

d

"
I.~~ I.I::J) I::]) I;:~) I;:~) I;:~) I;:~) l;~i) 11 :~!J

I I~:- ' . ",' ,.,.)
110 I 760 240 130 130 140 140 140 1-.. ..A."1\!i!!,,

168O! 2270 1 760 1670 1730 1800 1 860 1 920 !'{::'{l'f;~Ufi

I If ""*'1 .
AVAlLBLE FOR SUPPORT 10.160 I 11.040 12.730 14.600 14,360 i6.470 2,650 1.880 Ii ,~'i

=~~ee;.::'" 300 i 200 300 200 200 200 0 0 ir"liill!
liliYAIJl!BIiF;':=MM!NGM'::"''''::''1%kN~t::M:''W;:j#MW:WMf4;:':'''''%l1i;::,:t {::m:~:':':'4:;z,~{\::",,*sM:Ji:;:::;1!1

~~~~~ay 200 i 200 200 2,430 200 200 0 0 ii',::dl
200 I 200 200 2 430 200 200 0 0 !:::~~::~W*~n'illt~



SAN DIEGO I CORONADO BRIDGE
BONDING CAPACITY ESTIMATE

PER TRENDS AND EXlSI'ING LAW
(SIN THOUSANDS)

1993-94 I 1924-95 1995.26 1996-97 IW-98 1998-99 1999-00
I
I

15.070 I 0 (3.0s0) (2,850) (510) 0 0
10 I 10 10 10 10 10 10

740 I 0 0 0 0 0 0
30 40 50 50 50

5830 6370 5969 6.010 6.060 6110 6.160
21650 6 380 2950 3210 5.s50 6170 6220

1.470 0 0 0 1.700 2,200 2,420
1.850 " 1,900 1,960 2.030 2.100 2,170 2,150

510 520 540 560 580 600 620
820 840 870 900 930 960 990

0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(160) (190) (240) (290) (300) (300)

190 1,330 420 230 230 240 240
200 200 1600 0 0 0 0

5040 4630 5200 3.480 5,2S0 5870 6220

16.610 1.750 (2,2S0) (270) 300 300 0

."

RESOUltCES

llqiDning Raerve
CmIit Fees I Rmlallnccme
_Fnxnlnvesunenu
F:fCIAVI Ac:a. In......
Toll Rev......

TolaIR_

EXPENDITURES

Revenue TrmJierlD SANDAG
Bridge Operations
AclmirUlUotion (Acet&.• Personnel, MgmL)
Main_
Debt Sttvi<e
F:fCIAVI Operation. Saving.
Reservuion (oc F:fCIAVI. Une RegiIbOlion
and Aecounling
Rehabilitation

Tolal E>peadllures

AVAILABLE FOR SUPPORT

Seianic Project Support
OIlIer Project Support

Seilmic Copilal OUtlay
OIlIer Capilli Ow1oy

o I (3.050) (2,8SO) (510) o o o o Ie ......_.~~~



6,000
1.400

600
I

(30)
o

96S
o

3,522

7.971

3~

322

4,456

96S
o

6,100
1,300

600
I

(30 )
o

3,411

3,100
311

7.971

.,567

96S
o

6~

1,300
600

I
(30)

o

3.000
300

3,300

1,Q71

4.778

1997-91

6,300
1.300

600
I

(30)
o

96S
o

96S

3.400

2,900
500

1.171

4.718

1_

8,378

6,500
1.300

600
I

(30)
o

96S
294

3.400

2,800
600

1,259

'.971

1995·96

Auauat 1993

1993-94
4. Prior 1994-95

r
RESOURCES I
Begincing Rt*ICl'VeI ~ I
A-..iabon GaI:Eu:ixTu 7~ I 6,600
let F!odExcile Tax 1,300 I 1,300
In_(SMlF) 500 I 600
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I
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I
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• Acquiaition MIl Oe¥dapment (4) 3,111 I 3.994

I
IlIIIl '.713 I '.959

I
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1'" FUND ESTIMATE
AERONADnCS ACCOUNT

BASID ON TRENDS AND EXIS11NG LAW
(51.1.... )

Notes:
(1) ThiI fipre~me annual trmIfer 10 the TBnIpCIItItion Pbnninz 4. Den:lopmmt. Account. ftlquirDd by the Public Utilitis Code t 216825.
(2) Pu.rmI:nt to the Public Utilitiea Code Section 21669the~t is ftIqUi:red to c:ondua. noiIehea:rinp whm. ftlqUClU iI made.

In liIcal year (FY) 19931J41Zl opetarional reducticn required by theBudpl Aa. oll992-93 ScctiCIn 266().Oll..041 sub&1arltially ftduocd available
Stale operaticIdI tundina. The reduction ,.,. extIIIded. to FY 1994-95 .w. may continue.
Additional fundinS ofapprorimmdy $70,000 is IlClOdod for neUe hearinp in FY 1994-9$.
Raton:tion of tbe bale budJUfundinl (S200,000) for noiIe hcarinp is PftlPOI'Cd for FY 1994-9S.

(3) """"" 710. S....... 011992 (AB 2124. Spico) """",,"",y ""l"ftdod!heNqWement of~to!he~...aWns !he;",pool of
millwy"--1luoushDoambcr 31. 1994. """""'"'!he PuhUe Utililia Code _ 21632 ..........
in Januay 1995 the Depatment.m...- berapired to ftiPOIl to tba qiIlabue teprdinl the impct ofmilituy bae clCll\lftll.

The CON ~&.edClllllmOlmccd aDd projocud milliarybaedCllura thm.lJb 1996H1. An ntualtaetVaZ:ion ofSlOO,OOOiJ
I""I""'!!qinnmS=FY 1995l96f..._woddood.

(4) 1'heCalifomiaT~m Commiaim (et'C)~ CIII1ymcprojcctforFY lWSI96. whidtil anoiaemonilOrin.sysum
in Vc:ntwa County at Camarillo Ahpo:ft.

~pUou:

Revrnuc gc:nerMed from the ~cise laX on aviation paolineil Iorec::asted to bepl a pua1 declineu the million indusuy moves to jctIud
powered ain:n:ft.
Revenue from the ex.ciJc tax on jet fuel is !ma:atcd to remain steady with a slip increase near the end of the State TtmIpOIUlion
lmprov.....tl'ropm (STIP) period.
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AQpendix B- County Funding Guarantees



2nd Quinquennium County Minimums 1988/89 -1992/93
Based on Expended/Appropriated State Highway Account funds and Applicable Rail Bonds

88189-92193
County Expended! Programmed Total

Counties IINiS Minimum Aoorooriated 1992 Cvel. $ Over Under

ALAMEDA 9.76"" 193.7 467.7 ALL PROJECTS 467.7 274.0 0.0
ALPINE 0.26% 5.2 3.3 EXPENDED OR 3.3 0.0 1.9
AMADOR 0.55% 10.9 13.9 APPROPR/ATED 13.9 3.0 0.0
BllTTE 1.74% 34.5 7.8 7.8 0.0 26.7
CALAVERAS 0.9311 12.5 15.1 15.1 2.6 0.0
COLUSA 0.45% 8.9 39.5 39.5 30.6 0.0
CONTRA COSTA 5.7611 114.3 433.0 433.0 318.7 0.0
DEL NORTE 0.43% 8.5 12.2 12.2 3.7 0.0
EL DORADO 1.23% 24.4 35.7 35.7 11.3 0.0
FRESNO 5.83% 115.7 102.3 102.3 ·0.0 13.4
GLENN 0.51% 10.1 11.8 11.8 1.7 0.0
HUMBOLDT 1.91% 37'.9 50.5 50.5 12.6 0.0
KINGS 1.08% 21.4 152 15.2 0.0 6.2
LAKE 0.71% 14.1 24.4 24.4 10.3 0.0
LASSEN 1.10% 21.8 29.9 29.9 8.1 0.0
MADERA 0.92% 18.3 23.5 23.5 5.2 0.0
MARIN 2.11% 41.9 32.8 32.8 0.0 9.1
MA~IPOSA 0.45% 8.9 4.1 4.1 0.0 4.8
MENDOCINO 1.70% 33.7 85.2 85.2 51.5 0.0
MERCED 1.89% 37.5 43.0 43.0 5.5 0.0
MODOC 0.61% 12.1 18.6 18.6 6.5 0.0
MONTEREY 3.27% 64.9 31.9 31.9 0.0 33.0
NAPA 1.16% 23.0 10.7 10.7 0.0 12.3
NEVADA 0.82% 16.3 39.9 39.9 23.6 0.0
PLACER 1.44% 28.6 52.1 52.1 23.5 0.0
PLUMAS 0.70% 13.9 10.3 10.3 0.0 3.6
SACRAMENTO 7.14% 141.7 86.5 66.5 0.0 75.2
SAN BENITO 0.48% 9.5 3.4 3.4 0.0 6.1
SAN FRANCiSCO 5.71% 113.3 133.4 133.4 20.1 0.0
SAN JOAQUIN 3.66% 72.6 78.0 78.0 5.4 0.0
SAN MATEO 5.50% 109.2 110.6 110.6 1.4 0.0
SANTA CLARA 11.43% 226.9 330.6 330.6 103.7 0.0
SANTACRUZ 1.93% 38.3 24.0 24.0 0.0 14.3
SHASTA 1.90% 37.7 123.1 123.1 85.4 0.0
SiERRA 0.32% 6.4 4.7 4.7 0.0 1.7
SISKIYOU 1.39% 27.6 35.3 35.3 7.7 0.0
SOLANO 2.43% 48.2 61.8 61.8 13.6 0.0
SONOMA 3.20% 63.5 91.2 91.2 27.7 0.0
STANISLAUS 2.74% 54.4 28.7 28.7 0.0 25.7
SUTTER 0.69%' 13.7 34.6 34.6 20.9 0.0
TEHAMA 0.95% 18.9 21.8 21.8 2.9 0.0
TRINITY 0.71% 14.1 6.3 6.3 0.0 7.8
TUOLUMNE 0.74% 14.7 9.8 9.8 0.0 4.9
YOLO 1.48% 29.4 39.1 39.1 9.7 0.0
YUBA 0.61% 12.1 18.0 18.0 5.9 0.0

Total North 1985.2 2835.3 0.0 2835.3 1096.8 246.7

IMPERIAL 1.92% 66.3 42.9 42.9 0.0 23.4
INYO 1.62% 55.9 29.2 29.2 0.0 26.7
KERN 520% 179.6 152.9 152.9 0.0 26.7
LOS ANGELES 41.72% 1440.5 2489.7 2489.7 1049.2 0.0
MONO 1.18% 40.7 28.7 28.7 0.0 12.0
ORANGE 10.81% 373.3 824.6 824.6 451.3 0.0
RIVERSIDE 5.90% 203.7 258.4 258.4 54.7 0.0
SAN BERNARDINO 8.98% '. ·310.1 . . .. ·370,2.. ·370.2 60.1 0.0
SAN DIEGO 11.68% 403.3 460.7 460.7 57.4 0.0
SAN LUIS. OBISPO 2.12% 73.2 58.0 58.0 0.0 15.2
SANTA BARBARA 2.63% 90.8 49.7 49.7 0.0 41.1
TULARE 2.54% 87.7 39.8 39.8 0.0 47.9
VENTURA 3.71% 128.1 127.9 127.9 0.0 0.2

TOTAL SOLITH 3453.2 4932.7 0.0 4932.7 1672.7 193.2

TOTAL STATEWIDE 5438.4 IT68.0 0.0 IT68.0 2769.5 439.9

16-Aug-93



1992 STIP REVISION
3rd Quinquennium County Minimums 1993/94 ·1997/98

Based on Available State Highway Account funds and Applicable Rail Bonds

931114 94IlI5 • 971118
County Expended! Programmed Total

Counties %NIS Minimum Aonropriated Revised $ Over Under

AlAMEDA 9.24% 152.3 174.6 141.9 316.5 164.2 0.0
AlPINE 0.26".. 4.3 1.1 7.1 8.2 3.9 0.0
AMADOR 0.59% 9.7 8.0 30.5 38.5 28.8 0.0
BlfTTE 1.78% 29.3 0.4 69.7 70.1 40.8 0.0
CALAVERAS 0.67% 11.1 0.0 17.3 17.3 6.2 0.0
COLUSA 0.46% 7.5 0.0 19.2 19.2 11.7 0.0
CONTRA COSTA 5.75% 94.7 282.6 38.0 320.6 225.9 0.0
DEL NORTE 0.44% 7.2 2.2 27.7 29.9 22.7 0.0
ELDORADO 1.37% 22.6 5.1 29.6 34.7 12.1 0.0
FRESNO 6.07% 100.0 24.2 140.6 164.8 64.8 0.0
GLENN 0.50% 8.3 4.2 8.0 12.2 3.9 0.0
HUMBOLDT 1.82% 29.9 14.8 30.7 45.5 15.6 0.0
KINGS 1.16% 19.1 2.2 34.3 36.5 17.4 0.0
LAKE 0.75% 12.4 7.5 27.7 35.2 22.8 0.0
LASSEN 1.11% 18.3 0.0 50.8 50.8 32.5 0.0
MADERA 0.99% 16.3 7.0 19.6 26.6 10.3 0.0
MARIN 1.82% 30.0 7.5 40.5 48.0 18.0 0.0
MARIPOSA 0.45% 7.4 0.0 18.2 18.2 10.8 0.0
MENDOCINO 1.70% 28.0 19.2 51.8 71.0 43.0 0.0
MERCED 1.97% 32.5 41.2 39.9 81.1 48.6 0.0
MODOC 0.60% 10.0 0.0 23.7 23.7 13.7 0.0
MONTEREY 3.27% 53.9 4.4 105.7 110.1 56.2 0.0
NAPA 1.09% 17.9 6.2 47.3 53.5 35.6 0.0
NEVADA 0.92% 15.2 4.3 49.0 53.3 38.1 0.0
PLACER 1.64% 27.0 5.3 31.8 37.1 10.1 0.0
PLUMAS 0.69% 11.3 1.8 24.3 26.1 14.8 0.0
SACRAMENTO 7.68% 126.6 21.5 204.1 225.6 99.0 0.0
SAN BENITO 0.52% 8.6 3.0 26.9 29.9 21.3 0.0
SAN FRANCISCO 4.97% 82.0 64.2 91.0 145.2 63.2 0.0
SAN JOAQUIN 4.03% 68.4 2.2 85.4 87.6 21.2 0.0
SAN MATEO 5.02% 82.7 55.1 73.0 128.1 45.4 0.0
SANTA CLARA 10.81% 178.2 132.3 176.9 309.2 131.0 0.0
SANTACRUZ 1.92% 31.7 11.4 50.8 62.2 30.5 0.0
SHASTA 1.94% 31.9 2.8 49.8 52.6 20.7 0.0
SiERRA 0.32% 5.3 5.3 4.1 9.4 4.1 0.0
SISKIYOU 1.35% 22.3 3.9 31.8 35.7 13.4 0.0
SOLANO 2.77% 45.7 1.9 85.4 87.3 41.6 0.0
SONOMA 3.33% 54.9 14.3 46.6 60.9 6.0 0.0
STANISLAUS 3.04% 50.1 0.8 64.7 85.5 35.4 0.0
SlfTTER 0.69% 11.3 7.5 19.3 26.8 15.5 0.0
TEHAMA 0.96% 15.8 0.3 23.3 23.6 7.8 0.0
TRINITY 0.70% 11.6 0.1 16.9 17.0 5.4 0.0
TUOLUMNE 0.79% 13.0 0.7 26.9 27.6 14.6 0.0
YOLO 1.49% 24.6 1.4 39.4 40.8 16.2 0.0
YUBA 0.59% 9.7 0.0 12.0 12.0 2.3 0.0

Total North 1648.6 942.5 2273.2 3215.7 1567.1 0.0

IMPERIAL 1.69% 46.7 22.1 92.7 114.8 68.1 0.0
INYO 1.60% 39.6 5.7 81.7 87.4 47.8 0.0
KERN 5.31% 131.4 36.5 216.4 252.9 121.5 0.0
LOS ANGELES 38.98% 963.7 795.3 988.5 17113.8 820.1 0.0
MONO 1.17% 29.0 10.9 . 45.5 56.4 27.4 0.0
ORANGE 10.59% 261.9 26.9 280.1 307.0 45.1 0.0
RIVERSIDE 7.21% '.. 178.1 .··76.3 228.4 304.7 126.6 0.0
SAN BERNARDINO 10.10% 249.6 131.6 394.9 528.5 276.9 0.0
SAN DIEGO 12.17% 301.0 206.8 341.4 648.2 247.2 0.0
SAN LUIS OBISPO 2.19% 54.2 3.2 93.9 97.1 42.9 0.0
SANTA BARBARA 2.58% 63.8 2.0 124.7 126.7 62.9 0.0
TULARE 2.53% 62.5 24.3 135.8 160.1 97.6 0.0
VENTURA 3.68% 90.9 16.0 125.7 141.7 50.8 0.0

TOTAL SOUTH 2472.4 1357.6 3149.7 4507.3 2034.9 0.0

TOTAL STATEWIDE 4121.0 2300.1 5422.9 7723.0 3602.0 0.0

16-Aug-93



1992 STIP REVISION
4th Quinquennium County Minimums 1998/99 - 2002103

Based on Available State Highway Account funds and Applicable Rail Bonds

County Expended! 98/99 Total
Counties %N/S Minimum ADDroDriated Proararnmed $ Over Under

AlAMEDA 9.24% 71.2 NONE 43.7 43.7 0.0 27.5
ALPINE 026% 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.0

. AMADOR 0.59% 4.5 5.1 5.1 0.6 0.0
BUTTE 1.78% 13.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 13.7
CAl.AVERAS 0.67% 5.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.2
COLUSA 0.46% 3.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.5
CONTRA COSTA 5.75% 44.3 1.4 1.4 0.0 42.9
DEL NORTE 0.44% 3.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.4
ELDORADO 1.37% 10.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.6
FRESNO 6.07% 46.8 58.2 58.2 11.4 0.0
GLENN 0.50% 3.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.9
HUMBOLDT 1.82°.4 14.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 14.0
KINGS 1.16% 8.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.9
LAKE 0.75% 5.8 1.7 1.7 0.0 4.1
LASSEN 1.11% . 8.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.5
MADERA 0.99% 7.6 12.8 12.8 5.2 0.0
MARIN 1.82% 14.1 5.9 5.9 0.0 8.2
MARIPOSA 0.45% 3.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.5
MENDOCINO 1.70% 1.3.1 61.0 61.0 47.9 0.0
MERCED 1.97% 15.2 29.1 29.1 13.9 0.0
MODOC 0.60% 4.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.7
MONTEREY 3.27% 25.2 68.7 68.7 43.5 0.0

. NAPA 1.09% 8.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.4
NEVADA 0.92% 7.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.1
PLACER 1.64% 12.6' 1.0 1.0 0.0 11.6
PLUMAS 0.69% 5.3 2.4 2.4 0.0 2.9
SACRAMENTO 7.68% 59.2 15.9 15.9 0.0 43.3
SAN BENITO 0'.52% 4.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.0
SAN FRANCISCO 4.97% 38.4 50.3 50.3 11.9 0.0
SAN JOAQUIN 4.03% 31.0 4.7 4.7 0.0 26.3
SAN MATEO 5.02% 38.7 17.3 17.3 0.0 21.4
SANTA CLARA 10.81% 63.4 37.9 37.9 0.0 45.5
SANTACRUZ 1.92% 14.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 14.8
SHASTA 1.94% 14.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 14.9
SIERRA 0.32% 2.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.5
SISKIYOU 1.35% 10.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.4
SOLANO 2.77% 21.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 21.4
SONOMA 3.33% 25.7 1.2 1.2 0.0 24.5
STANISLAUS 3.04% 23.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.5
SUTTER 0.69% 5.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.3
TEHAMA 0.96% 7.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.4
TRINITY 0.70% 5.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.4
TUOLUMNE 0.79% 6.1 36.7 36.7 30.6 0.0
YOLO 1.49% 11.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.5
YUBA 0.59% 4.5 35.6 35.6 31.1 0.0

Totar North 771.2 490.6 490.6 196.1 476.7

IMPERIAL 1.89",(, 21.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 21.8
INYO 1.60% 18.5 8.5 8.5 0.0 10.0
KERN 5.31% 61.5 73.7 73.7 12.2 0.0
LOS ANGELES 38.98% 450.9 192.3 192.3 0.0 258.6
MONO 1.17% 13.6 3.0 3.0 0.0 10.6
ORANGE 10.59% 122.5 46.5 46.5 0.0 76.0

.• RIVERSIDE 7,21% ·63.4 41.8 41.8 0.0 41.6
SAN BERNARDINO 10.10% 116.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 116.8
SAN DIEGO 12.17% 140.8 59.8 59.8 0.0 81.0
SAN LUIS OBISPO 2.19% 25.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.4
SANTA BARBARA 2.58% 29.8 19.6 19.6 0.0 10.2
TULARE 2.53% 29.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 29.3
VENTURA 3.68% 42.5 15.6 15.6 0.0 26.9

TOTAL SOUTH 1156.8 460.8 460.8 12.2 708.2

TOTAL STATEWIDE 1928.0 951.4 951.4 208.3 1184.9

16-Aug-93



EXPLANATION OF CHARTS FOR
COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE AND BID TARGET

The purpose of these charts is to provide (1) a summary of the county shares and
funding guarantee for the second (1988/89 - 1992/93), third (1993/94 - 1997/98) and
fourth (1998/99 • 2002/03) quinquennium, and (2) a 1994 Transportation
Enhancement ActiVity (TEA) target for each county.

I. County Funding Guarantee

A. County Shares

This is a calculated number from the County Minimum Sheets. The
second quinquennium is based on actual expenditures in the north
and south with 30% for discretion. The third quinquennium is based
on $5,887 million and the fourth quinquennium is based on $2,754
million. The third and fourth quinquennium is divided into north
(40%) and south (60"A.) and then multiplied by 70% to determine the
total available for distribution. That number is then distributed to
each county based on the formula In Section 188.8 of the Streets and
Highways Code.

B. Commitments Against Guarantee

These figures Include all expended funds in the second
quinquennium and all currently programmed projects in the 1992
STIP and 1992 HSOPP which are subject to the north/south split. The
project costs are based on those used In the 1994 Fund Estimate•.

C. and D. Commitments over Guarantee/Estimated Remaining Guarantee

These. numbers are calculated by subtracting the Commitments
Against Guarantee from the·County Shares.

II. Bid Target for Transportation Enhancement Activities in the 1994 STIP .

This figure is based on $100 million available statewide and calculated by
the north/south (40%/60%) split and county minimum percentages and
multiplied by 150%.

'-I,'" <,IIt"·· ,·l, ",' ,I ".: .• __ 1 . • • '; ", ,. .". 1·



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

ALAMEDA

(1998199-200011)
(1988189-92193) (1993/94 - 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 193.7 152.3

(2) Estimated County Share 71.2

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated. 1992 STIP 467.7 166.4

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 109.6 43.7

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 40.5

(4) Subtotal Comm~ments 467.7 316.5 43.7

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 274.0 164.2 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 27.5 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTlES IN THE 1994 STiP 5.5

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860:7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed· 1992 STiP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are SUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee is baed on the county minimum distribution ol all State HighwayAccount Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds avaiJa~

and subject to the northlsouth and county minimum requirements. "includes the foIklwing programs: FkOObie Congestton Reiter,

Interregional Road System, Soundwalk, and Commuter· and Urban Rail. Stale Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are

counted as Flexibkt Congestion Relief per Section 1B8(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual upenditures for right-of..wey: (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

- In addition to the funding guaran~ee described above, projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Openttion and Protection Program. State-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traff.c Systems Management Program

16·Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

ALPINE
(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993194 - 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 5.2 4.3

(2) Estimated County Share 2.0

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 3.3 0.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 2.6 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 5.6

(4) Subtotal Commitments 3.3 8.2 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 3.9 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 1.9 0.0 2.0 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 snp 0.2

III. STATE~DESUMMARY

North South
3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Gu'arantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution or all State Highway,Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject (0 the northIsouth and county minimum requirements. "includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief,

Interregional Road System, SouadwaIIs. aJ'\fIt.Commuter and- Urban Rail. Stale.Highway Operation and,Protection Program .projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188{b) of the Streets and Highway& Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based~ (a) the actual expenditur8$ for right-of-way; (b) 'tM¥Oted cost for all voted projects; and

(0) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STlP (including amendments.)

- In addition to the funding guarantee described above, projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-LoCal Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program. and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

AMADOR

(1998199-2000/1)

(198818~92Jll3) (1993/94 - 97/98) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd qUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 10.9 9.7

(2) Estimated County Share 4.5

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 13.9 7.4

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 7.0 5.1

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 24.1

(4) Subtotal Commitments 13.9 38.5 5.1

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 3.0 28.8 0.6

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 0.0 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.4

III. STATE~DESUMMARY

North South
3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 660.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. Coun1y Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Avaaable 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed· 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject 10 being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would ental1the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution of an State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the north/south and county minimum requirements. h includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief,

Interregional ROIMI System. SoundwaUs, and Commuterand:Urban Rail., State Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are

counted as F~xIible Congestion Reiter per Section 188(b} of the Streets and H.ighways Code:

- Amounts already programmed are baed on (a) the actual expenditures foc righkJf-way: (b) the voted c:o&t for all voted pro;ects; and
(e) esc;Jlated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

- In addition to the funding guarantee described above. projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State HigtrNay Operation and Ptotectton Progr.a.m. State-Local Partnership

Program. Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management P~ram

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

BUTTE

(1998199-200011)

(1988/89-92193) (1993194 - 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 34.5 29.3

(2) Estimated County Share ·,3.7

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 7.8 0.1

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 52.7 0.0
\

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP .17.3/

/
(4) Subtotal Commitments 7.8 70.1 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 40.8 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 26.7 0.0 13.7 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STIP 1.1

III. STATE~DESUMMARY

North South
3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total AVaJlable 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would enta~ the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee is baed on the county minimum distribution or all State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the north/south and county minimum requirements. tt includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief,

Interregional Roed System, 5oundwall*, gnd Commuter and Urban Rail. Stille HighWay Operation ahd Protection Program projects are
counted as Aexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and ffighways Code.

~ Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects: and
(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STlP Onctuding amendments.)

- In addition 10 Itle funding guarantee described above. projects may be eligible (or funding from the State Highway Acco:unt or
Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway OperaHon and Protection Program, State-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and TraffIC Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

CALAVERAS

(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993/94 - 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 12.5 11.1

(2) Estimated County Share 5.2

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 15.1 0.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 3.5 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 13.8

(4) Subtotal Commitments 15.1 17.3 .0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 2.6 6.2 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 5.2 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.4

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Avaiiable 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed -1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Avaiiable For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The fUnding guarantee is based on the county minimum distributton of an State Highway Account Funds and PaAenger Rail Bonds available

and subject 10 the northI5outh and county ":,inimum requirements. It includes the folklwing programs: Flexible Congestion Relief,
Interregional Road System, Soundwalls, and Commuter and Urban·Rail. State.H;ghwtly Operation and Protection Program projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) 01 the Stree1s and Highways Code.

• Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right~-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and
(el escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STJP (including amendments.)

• In addition to the funding guarantee described above. pro;eets may be eUgible for funding from the State Highway~nt or
Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the foUowing programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program. State-local Partnership

Program. Intercity Rail Progf2m. and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

COLUSA
(1998/99.200011)

(1ll1l811l9-92J93) (1993194 0 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN
-0

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 6.9 7.5

(2) Estimated County Share 3.5

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 39.5 0.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 2.6 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 16.6

(4) Subtotal Commitments 39.5 19.2 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 30.6 11.7 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 3.5 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.3

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.6
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.6
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.6
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.6 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the pOSSIble delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding.guanudee is based on the county minimum distribution of an Stale Highway Account Funds and Passenger,Rail Bonds available

and subject to the northIsouth and county minimum requirements. "includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief.

Interregional Road System. SoundwaUs.. and Odrnmuterand Urban· Rail. StsMe Highwlly OperatiorrandlPmcectian'Pmgram projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188{b) of the Streets and Highwllys Code.

- Amounts ~ready programmed are based on (8) the actu81 expenditures~ror right-of-way; (brthe voted cost for all voled projects: and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STiP (lnctuding amendments.)

- In addition to the funding guarantee describeda~, projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET
CONTRA COSTA

(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993194·97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1) Funding Guarantee 114.3 94.7

(2) Estimated County Share . 44.3

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated· 1992 STIP 433.0 278.8

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 29.4 1.4

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 12.4

(4) Subtotal Commitments 433.0 32Q.6 1.4

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 318.7 225.9 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 42.9 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 3.4

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guaranlee and the nel4th Quin. available for programming are SUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution of all State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject 10 the north/south and county minimum reqUirements. tt Includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief.

Interregional Road System, Soundwalls. and Commuter and Urban Rail, State Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are baed on (a) the ae:tual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the YOl:ed CO$1 for all YDted pro;eets; and

ee) escalated costs for projects In the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STiP (including amendments.)

- In addition to lhe funding guarantee described aboYe. projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the foUowing programs: State Highway Operation and Prolection Program, Stale-local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

DEL NORTE
(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993194, 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN .,

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 8.5 7.2

(2) Estimated County Share 3.4

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 12.2 0.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 23.7 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 6.2

(4) Subtotal Commitments 12.2 29.9 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 3.7 22.7 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 3.4 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.3

111. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30'''' Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares . 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionasy 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Avaaable For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. avaaable for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entaa the pOSSIble delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee i& baud on the county minimum distnbution d aD Stat., Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and 5Ubject 10 the notthIsouth and county minimum requitementa. II indudes the fdlowing programs: FJexibM Congestion Relief,
hrtemog;onoJ Rood SysI...._II•• ond Commuter ond Urban RaIl. Slate H;ghwayOpe_ ond _ F'mgnun pmjeds or.

counted .. Flexible Congesljon Relier per Section 188(b) or the sn-. ond H;ghwayo~•

• Amounts already programmed are based on (8) the actual expenditures (or rigtlt~~ (b) the vole<! cost for all voted projects: and

(c) escalated C06ts for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STlP (including amendments.)

. In addition to the funding guarantee described above, projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-Loeal Partnership

Program. Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems ~nagemenlProgram

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

ELDORADO

(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92N.l) (1993194 • 97198) ONLY
I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 24.4 22.6

(2) Estimated County Share 10.6

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 35.7 0.2

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 16.2 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 1"8.3

(4) Subtotal Commitments 35.7 34.7 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 11.3 12.1 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 10.6 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.8

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares nl.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Avallable 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed -1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin.. Avallable For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possibie delayjng of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The fuf}ding guarantee is baled on the county minimum distribution fA an stat. tflghway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject 10 the north/$otilh and county minimum requirements. tt includes the follow;ng programs: Flexible Congestion Relief,

Interregional Roed System; SoundwaIIs. and Commuserend Urban RaiL Stat. Highway·Operation and Protection Program projects.are

"",ntod as Flexible~icn Relief per Seetion 188(b) altho Str_ and H;ghwvyo COOe.

- Amounts already programmed are baed on (a) the actual expenditures for right<l-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and
Ce} escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 snp (including amendments.)

- In addition to the funding guarantee described above. pro;eets may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the r~lowing programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program. stat.LocaI Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program. and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

FRESNO
(1998199-200011)

(l988/89-92Ill3) (1993/94.97198) ONLY
I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 115.7 100.0

(2) Estimated County Share 46.8

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 102.3 8.1

(2) Programmed. 1992 STiP 78.4 58.2

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 78.3

(4) Subtotal Commitments 102.3 164.8 58.2

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 64.8 11.4

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 13.4 0.0 0.0 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMnES IN THE 1994 STIP 3.6

III. STATE~DESUMMARY

North South
3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Tolal Ava~able 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STiP 490.6 460.8
Nel4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are SUbject to being taken up by the
net3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee is baud on the county minimum distribution d aU State Highway Account Funds and Pos.Ienger Rail Bonds available

and wb;eet to the nortWsouth .nd county minimum requin!Jments. It includes the fol\cllMng programs: FJexibie Congestion Relief,

Interregional Roed System. Soundweb.•nd Commuter~ Urban Rail. State Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are
counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per section 188(b) of the St.- and Highwoyo Code.

• Amounts already programmed are based on <.> the actual expenditures for right-ol"-way; (b) the VOIed cost for all voted projects; and

(e) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

• In addition to the funding guarantee described above. projects may be eligibkt for funding from the state Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the fotlowing programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-local Par1netship

Program, Intercity Rail Program. and Trafftc Systems Management .Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

GLENN
(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92J93) (1993/94 • 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 10.1 8.3

(2) Estimated County Share 3.9

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 11.8 0.0

(2) Programmed· 1992 STIP 0.0 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 12.2

(4) Subtotal Commitments 11.8 12.2 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 1.7 3.9 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 3.9 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.3

III. STATE~DESUMMARY

North South
3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are sUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible del~ying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
· The funding guarantee is based on the county minimum distribullon ofall State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the north/south and county minimum requirements. It includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief.

Interregional Road System, Soundwalla. and,Commuter and Urban Rail. State H'tghway.Operation and Protection Program pro;ects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

· Amounts already programmed are ba6ed on (a) the actual expenditures for right~-war. (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(e) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

• In addition to the funding guarantee described above, projects may be eligible for funding from the Slate Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs.: State Highway Operation and ProIe«;tion Program. State-local Partnership

Program. Intercity Rail Program. and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

HUMBOLDT
(1998199-200011 )

(1988189-92193) (1993/94 - 97/98) ONLY
I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 37.9 29.9

(2) Estimated County Share 14.0

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated· 1992 STIP 50.5 0.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 1.2 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 44.3

(4) Subtotal Commitments 50.5 45.5 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 12.6 15.6 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE. 0.0 0.0 14.0 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STIP 1.1

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding.guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution ofall State Highway Account Funda and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and SUbject 10 the north/south and county minimum requirements. It i~ludes the f~lowing programs: Flexible Congestion Relief,

Interregional Road System.,SoundwaUs, and.Commuter and-Urban Rail. Sblte.H'lghwayOpenition an(fProtecf1bn Program projeets are

counted as FlexibJe Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the aduaJ expenditures for right..of-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projects in (he 1992 HSOPP & 1992 snp (including amendments.)

• In addition to the funding guarantee described above, projeCts may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and TraffIC Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

IMPERIAL

(1998199-200011)
(1988189-92193) (1993194.97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 66.3 46.7

(2) Estimated County Share 21.8

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated. 1992 STIP 42.9 22.1

(2) Programmed· 1992 STIP 56.4 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 36.3

(4) Subtotal Commitments 42.9 114.8 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 68.1 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 23.4 0.0 21.8 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 1.7

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quln. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are sUbject to being taken up by the
net3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee i8 based on the county minimum distribution ofall State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the north/south and county minimum requirements. It includes the following programs: FlexibMi Congestion Relief,

Interregional Road System, Soundwals, and Commuter and Urban Rail. State Highway Operation and PrOtection Program projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188{b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right~r-way; {b} the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

- In addition to the fUnding guarantee described abowt, projeCts may be eligible for funding from the Stale Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operalion ancl Protection Program, State-Local Pannership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program

16·Aug·93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

INYO

(1998/99.200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993/94.97/98) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 55.9 39.6

(2) Estimated County Share . 18.5

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STiP 29.2 4.3

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 36.4 8.5

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 46.7

(4) Subtotal Commttments 29.2 87.4 8.5

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 47.8 . 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 26.7 0.0 10.0 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 1.4

III. STATE~DESUMMARY

North South
3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.6
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed· 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution of all state Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the north/south and county minimum requirements. It includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief,
Interregional Road System, Soundwall&, and aommuler aDd Urban Rail. Stae Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and
(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

_ In addition to the funding guarantee described above. projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or
Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program. Stale-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program. and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

KERN
(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993194 - 97198) ONLY

J. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 179.6 131.4

(2) Estimated County Share 61.5

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 152.9 27.1

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 104.7 73.7

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 121.1

(4) Subtotal Commitments 152.9 252.9 73.7

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 121.5 12.2

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 26.7 0.0 0.0 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STIP 4.8

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are SUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The fund!ng guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution of an Stale Highway Account Funds and Pass,enger Rail Bonds availabkl

and 5Ubject 10 the northIsouth and county minimum requirements. tt includes the following Pf'ograms: FJexjble Congestion Relief.

Interregional Road System, Soundwalls,~ Commuter and Ulban Rail.. State Highway Operation and Protection Program pro;eets are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways; Code.

• Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost (or all voted projects; and
(e) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STlP (including amendments.)

• In addition to the funding guarantee described above. pro;ects may be eligible for funding from the Stale Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, Slate-local Partnetship

Program, Intercity Rail Program. and TraffIC Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

KINGS
(1998199-200011)

(1988/8'>-92193) (1993194 - 97/98) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 21.4 19.1

(2) Estimated County Share 8.9

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 15.2 1.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 18.6 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 16.9

(4) Subtotal Commitments 15.2 36.5 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 17.4 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 6.2 0.0 8.9 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.7

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quln. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quln. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution of aB State H'l9hway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and s.ubject to the north/south and county minimum requi/'efMntB.. It includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Refief,

Interregional Reed System, SoundwaUs, am Co"Onut., and Urban" Rail. State H".gtrNay Opetation and Protaction Program projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b} of the Streets and tflghways Code.

- Amounts already programmed ate based on (a) the ;dual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(e) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

• In addition 10 the funding guarantee described above. projects may be eligibMt for funding from the State Highway Account or

I='assenger Rail Bond Fund under the fonowing programs: S1ale Highway Operation and Protection Program", State-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program. and TraffIC Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

LAKE
(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993194 - 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY'FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 14.1 12.4

(2) Estimated County Share 5.8

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 24.4 3.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 17.7 1.7

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 14.5

(4) Subtotal Commitments 24.4 35.2 1.7

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 10.3 22.8 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 4.1 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.5

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are sUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the ·3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee i& based on the county minimum distributKln or all Stale Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subjec1lo the northlsouth and county minimum requirements. "includes the following programs: Aexible Congeslk»n Relief.

Interregional Roed System. Soundwalls. and Commuter and Urban Rail. State Higt'Mtay Operation and Protection Program projects are
counted as Aexlble Congestion Retter per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for aJi voted projects: and

(e) escalated c:osts for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STlP Qncluding amendments.)

- In addition to the funding guarantee described above, projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: state Highway Operation and Protection Program, Slate-LoCal Partnership

Program. Intercity Rail Program, and TraffIC Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

LASSEN

(1998199-20001')
(l!l8818!l-92193) (1993/94. 97198} ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 21.8 18.3

(2) Esti.mated County Share 8.5

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 29.9 0.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 0.0 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 50.8

(4) Subtotal Commitments 29.9 50.8 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 8.1 32.5 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 8.5 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.7

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 708.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares n1.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible del.aying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee is based on the county minimum distribuUon of all State Highwlly Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds availa~

and subject to the northlsouth and county minimum requirements. tI. includes the following programs: Flexible Congeslton Relief.

InterrBgkJnaI Road-Sysiem; SOtJ1'lC:Iwafk.••ncL~and;lJrba"Rill. State Highway.OperatiOn and"Protection Program -projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highwayc Code.

• Amounts already programmed are based on <a> the actual expencfrtur8s"for rigtn-or-way; (b) the voted cost (Or all voted 'projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

- In addition to the funding guarantee described above, project$ may be eligible for funding from the State Highway~nt or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the (ollowing programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and TraffIC Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

LOS ANGELES

(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993194 • 97198) ONLY

I. COUNlY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 1440.5 963.7

(2) Estimated County Share 450.9

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 2489.7 765.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 822.7 192.3

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 196.1

(4) Subtotal Comm~ments 2489.7 1783.8 192.3

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 1049.2 820.1 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 258.6 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 35.1

III. STATEWIOE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. OYer Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. OYer Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee is based on th! county minimum distribution of all Stat. Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and &Ubject to the north/south and county mihimum requirements. tt includes the folklwing programs: Flexible Congestion Relief,

Interregional Road System, Soundwalls. and Commuter and·Urban -Rail. State Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188{b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts,already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures'for right~(-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs for prefects in lhe 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STJP (including amendments.)

- In addition 10 the funding guarantee described above. projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, Stale-Local Partnership

Program. Intercity Rail Program, and Trafftc Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

MADERA
(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993194 - 97/98) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 18.3 16.3

(2) Estimated County Share 7.6

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 23.5 0.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 1.7 12.8

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 24.9

(4) Subtotal Commitments 23.5 26.6 12.8

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 5.2 10.3 5.2

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 0.0 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.6

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are SUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution of all State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

aoc!" subject to the northfsouth and county minimum requirements. "includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief.

Interregional -Road System. SoundwaUs, and Commuter end ,Urban Rail. .State Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) oflhe Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expendtiures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted ,projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

_ In addition to the funding guarantee described 'above. projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

MARIN

(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993/94 - 9719ll) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 41.9 30.0

(2) Estimated County Share 14.1

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 32.8 6.3

(2) Programmed -1992 STIP 34.7 5.9

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 7.0

(4) Subtotal Commitments 32.8 48.0 5.9

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 18.0 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 9.1 0.0 8.2 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 1.1

III. STATE~DESUMMARY

North South
3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution of all State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the northlsouth and county minimum requirements. h includes the foUowing programs: FkWble Congeslion Relief,

InterregionaJ Road System, SoundwaUs, and Commuter and Urban Rail. State Highway Operation and Protection Program Pfojects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

. Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right-of-way. (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(e) esca1ated costs for projects in the 1992 HSO?P & 1992 STlP (including 8mendments.)

- In addition to the fUnding guarantee described above. projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, Stat&-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and TraffIC Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

MARIPOSA
(1998199·200011)

(1988/89-92193) (1993194·97198) ONLY
I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 8.9 7.4

(2) Estimated County Share 3.5

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 4.1 0.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 6.4 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 11.8

(4) Subtotal Commitments 4.1 18.2 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 10.8 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 4.8 0.0 3.5 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.3

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. OVer Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed -1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are sUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The fun~ing guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution or aU Stat. HighwQy Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the north/south and county minimum requirements. "includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief,
Interregional Road System. Soundwalls, lind Commuter and Urban Rail. State Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are
counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of Ina Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (8) the actual expenditures for right4-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projec1s; and
(0) escalated cost6 for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including Qmendments.)

- In addition 10 the funding guarantee described above, projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rai/Bond Fund under the follCJlM:ng programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, Stale-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and TraffIC Systems ManagementProgram

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

MENDOCINO
(1998199-2000/1)

(1988189-92193) (1993194·97198) ONLY
I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1) Funding Guarantee 33.7 28.0

(2) Estimated County Share 13.1

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated· 1992 STIP 85.2 12.5

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 9.5 61.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 49.0

(4) Subtotal Commitments 85.2 71.0 61.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 51.5 43.0 47.9

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 0.0 *
/I. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quln. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution of all State Highway Account Funds and PaS88nger Rail Bonds available

and SUbject 10 the northlsouth and county minimum reqUirements. ninclude& the following programs: F~xible Congestion Relief.

Interregional Road System. Soundwalls. and Commuter and Urban Rail. State Highway Operation and Protection Program projec1s lilIre
countec:l as Flexible Congestion Relief' per Section 188{b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

_ Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects: and

(e) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 snp (including amendments.)

- In addition to the funding guarantee descnDed above. projects may be eligible for funding from the Slate Highway Account Of

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the folkltwing programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-LoCal Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program. and TraffIC Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



*

COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

MERCED

The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are sUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible de.laying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution of all state Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the north/soulh and county minimum requirements. It includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief.

Interregional Road System. Soundwalls, and Commuter and Urban Rail. State Highway Operation and Protection Program projects aTe

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188{b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (8) the actual expenditures for right-of..lMilV; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

- In addition to the funding guarantee described above. projects may be eligible for fUnding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

MODOC

(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993/94 - 97198) ONLY
I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 12.1 10.0

(2) Estimated County Share 4.7

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 18.6 0.0

(2) Programmed -1992 STIP 0.0 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 23.7

(4) Subtotal Commitments 18.6 23.7 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 6.5 13.7 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 4.7 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 snp 0.4

/II. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quln. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares n1.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Avanable 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quln. available for programming are SUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee Ai based on the county minimum distribution of an state Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds availab6e

and subject to the nofthlsouth and county minimum requirements. aincludes the foIkJwing programs: Flexibkt Congestion Relief.

lnterregional'Road System. Sound'NaUa, and CommuIer end Urban RaD. 'state Highway Operation and Protection ProgI'am projects are
CC<Jntod os F1e>cible Congeslion Relief per SecIion 188(b) altho Str_ and H;ghwoys Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual~res for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and
(e) escalated costs for prQjects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 snp (including amendments.)

- In addition to the funding guarantee described aboYe. projects may be efigible for funding from the State Highway Account Of

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under lhe following programs: Slate Highway Operation and Protection Program. State-local Partnership
Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management,Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

MONO
(1998199-2000/1)

(1988189-92193) (1993/94 - 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd aUIN 4th aUIN .
A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 40.7 29.0

(2) Estimated County Share 13.6

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 28.7 10.9

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 20.6 3.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 24.9

(4) Subtotal Comm~ments 28.7 56.4 3.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 27.4 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 12.0 0.0 10.6 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STiP 1.1

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th auin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This wouid entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee is baaed on the county minimum distribution of all State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the north/south and county minimum requirements. It includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief.

Interregional Road System. SoundoNalls, and Commuter and Urban Rail. Slate Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188{b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(0) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

- In addition to the funding guarantee described above, projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

MONTEREY
(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993194 - 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 64.9 53.9

(2) Estimated County Share 25.2

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 31.9 0.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 78.2 68.7

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 31.9

(4) Subtotal Commrtments 31.9 110.1 68.7

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 56.2 43.5

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUA1RANTEE 33.0 0.0 0.0 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STIP 2

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Avaiiable For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
· The fUnding guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution of all State Highway kc:ount Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the north/south and county minimum requirements. tt includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief,

Interregional,RorlId System, Soundwalls, and Commuter and Urban Rail. Sta1e Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are
counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

· Amounts already programmed .r8 based on (a) the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b)1he voted cost for all voted projects; and
(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 snp (mcluding amendments.)

• In addition to the funding guarantee described above. projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operatton and Protection Program. State-Local Partnership

Program. Intercity Rail Program. and TraffIC Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

NAPA
(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993194 - 97198) ONLv
I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3.d QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1) Funding Guarantee 23.0 17.9

(2) Estimated County Share 8.4

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 10.7 6.2

(2) Programmed - 1992 STiP 26.2 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 21.1

(4) Subtotal Commibnents 10.7 53.5 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 35.6 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 12.3 0.0 8.4 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.7

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net3rd Quin. Over Programmed ·860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subjeclto being taken up by the
net3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The fu~ingguarantee is based on the county minimum distributKJn al all State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the northlsouth and.county minimum requirements. " includes the folktwing programs: FlexiIMo Congestion Reiter.

Intel'Tegional Road System. SoundwaUs-;1Ind CommuIerand.Urban'Raii..StateJHighway Operation and Protection Program projects:are
counted as F1e~bleCongestion Relief per Section 188(b) or the 81_ and H;ghways COOo.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the ~ed cost for all voted projects: and

(e) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STJP (Inc::luding amendments.)

. In addition 10 the funding guarantee described above, projects may be eligible far funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: Slate Highway Operation and Protection Program, Siale-Local Partnership

Program. Intercity Rail Program. end TraffIC Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

NEVADA
(1998199-200011)

(198ll1ll9-92193) (1993/94 • 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3,d QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 16.3 15.2

(2) Estimated County Share 7.1

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 39.9 3.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 19.3 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 31.0

(4) Subtotal Commitments 39.9 53.3 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 23.6 38.1 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 7.1 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 snp 0.6

III. STATE~DESUMMARY

North South
3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares n1.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
~ The funding guarantee iii based on the county minimum dtstribuUon or all State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds availatMe

and subfect to the north/south and county minimum requirements. It includes lhe following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief.

Interregional Road System, Soundwalls, and Commuter and Urban Rail. State Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are
counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets'and Highways Code.

• Amounts already programmed are based on (8) lhe actual8lqlef\ditures for right-of-'tY8y. (b)·the voted cost for all voted projects; and
(e) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STiP (including amendments.)

. In addition to the funding guarantee described aboYe, projects may be eligible for funding (rom the State Highway Account or
Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program. Slate.Local Partnership

Program. Intercity Rail Program. and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

ORANGE

(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993194 - 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 373.3 261.9

(2) Estimated County Share 122.5

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 824.6 20.6

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 212.7 46.5

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 73.7

(4) Subtotal Commitments 824.6 307.0 46.5

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 451.3 45.1 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 76.0 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 9.5

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Tolal Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 4~0.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for program{l1ing are SUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entaii the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quiri.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee is baed on the county minimum distribution of ell State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds availa~

and sub;ect to the l'IOfthfsouth and county minimum requirements. n. inchJdes the following program&: FJexibkt Congestion Relief.

Interregional.Road System; SoundwaJls.-and·Convnuter and Urban Rail. State Highway Operation and Protection Program projects:are •

counted os FlexibieCongeolion RoliefporSeclion 188(b) 01 tho SIr_and Higt-ysCodo.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actualalxpenditures forright4-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.) .

• In addition to the funding guarantee described aboYe. projects may be eligjbfe for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: Stale Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-LoCal Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and TraffIC Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

PLACER

(1998199-200011)

(1~) (1993194 - 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 28.6 27.0

(2) Estimated County Share 12.6

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STiP 52.1 0.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 3.2 1.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 33.9

(4) Subtotal Commitments 52.1 37.1 1.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 23.5 10.1 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 11.6 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North SoUth

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed· 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are SUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution of all Stat. Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the northIsouth and county minimum requirements. n. includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Reiter.

Interregional RoItd System. Soundwall&. and Commuter and.Urban RaiL State Highway Operation and ProI8Ction'Program projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on Ca> the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects: and

(e) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSO?P & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

- In addition 10 the funding guarantee described above, projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: Slate Highway Operation and ProIection Program. State-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and TraffIC Systems Management ~rogram

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

PLUMAS

(19981S9-200011)

(1988/89-82193) (1993194 - 97198) ONLY
I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 13.9 11.3

(2) Estimated County Share 5.3

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 10.3 1.8

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 0.0 2.4

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 24.3

(4) Subtotal Comm~ments 10.3 26.1 .2.4

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 14.8 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 3.6 0.0 2.9 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION-ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.4

III. STATE~DESUMMARY

North South
3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are SUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entaii the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee Is based on the county minimum distribution ofall State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the north/south and county minimum requirements. it includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief,
tnterregional Road System, Sounctwalls, and Commuter and Urban RaiL State Highway Operation and Protection-Program projects are

counted as Fktxibkt Congestion Relief per Section 18S(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the'actual expenditures for righOOf-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and
(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

• In addition to the funding guarantee described above. projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-LOcal Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

RIVERSIDE

(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993/94 - 97198) ONLY

L COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 203.7 178.1

(2) Estimated County Share 83.4

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated· 1992 STIP 258.4 69.6

(2) Programmed. 1992 STIP 149.9 41.8

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 85.2

(4) Subtotal Commitments 258.4 304.7 41.8

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 54.7 126.6 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 41.6 *
11- BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION·ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 6.5

111. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed -1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are SUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee .. besed on the county minimum dlslribuUon of all Stale Highway Account Funds and Pa66ellg8r Rail Bonds availabk!

and subfec1lo the northIsouth and county minimum requirements. it includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief,
Interregional Road System, SoundwIIlls, and Commuter and Urban Rail. Stale Higtmay Operation and Protection Progtam projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188{b) of the Streets and Highw8ys Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects: and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

_ In addition to the funding guarantee described above. pro;ects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway~nt or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under lhe following programs: State Highway Operatton and Protection Program. State-local Partnership

Program. Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

SACRAMENTO
(1998199-200011)

(198818!>92193) (1993194·97/98) ONLY
I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 141.7 126.6

(2) Estimated County Share 59.2

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 66.5 17.4

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 183.2 15.9

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 25.0

(4) Subtotal Commitments 66.5 225.6 15.9

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 99.0 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 75.2 0.0 43.3 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 4.6

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee .. based on the county minimum distribution of atl State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the northl6OUth and county minimum requirements. It includes the foUowing programs: Flexible Congestion ReHer.
, Interregional Road System, SoundwaJts1 and Commuter'8nd Urban Rail. State Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are

counted as Flexib6e Congestion Reiter per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for righl~-way; (b) the voted cost for an voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STiP (including amendments.)

. In addition 10 the funding guarantee described above, projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-local Partnenohip

Program. Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

SAN BENITO

(1998/!$-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993194 0 97198) ONLY

I- COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 9.5 8.6

(2) Estimated County Share 4.0

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated 0 1992 STIP 3.4 3.0

(2) Programmed 0 1992 STIP 17.5 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 9.4

(4) Subtotal Commttmen1s 3.4 29.9 0.0

Co· COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 21.3 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 6.1 0.0 4.0 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.3

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Tolal Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 snp 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee is b8sed on the county minimum distribution of ill! Slate Highway Account Fuods and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the northIsouth and county minimum requirements. tt includes the foikJwing programs: Aexible Congestion Relief,

Interregional Road System. Soundwalls, and Commuter and.Urban Rail. State Highway Opemion and Proteetion Program projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b} of the Streets and Highways Code.

_ Amounts already programmed are based 00 (a) the actual expenditures for right-<)f~; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(e) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 snp (including amendments.)

• In addition to the funding guarantee described above, projects may be eligible (or funding from the State Htghway Account Of

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: Stale Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Trafftc Systems Management Program

16oAugo93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

SAN BERNARDINO

(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92J93) (1993/94·97198) ONLY
I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 310.1 249.6

(2) Estimated County Share 116.8

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 370.2 113.8

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 260.4 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 152.3

(4) Subtotal Commitments 370.2 526.5 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 60.1 276.9 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 116.8 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STiP 9.1

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. avaiiable for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entaii the pOSSIble delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee iii baed on the county minimum distribution 01 all State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the northlsouth and county minimum requirements. tt includes the foUowing programs: FlexiNe Congestion Relief.

IntelT8gtonal Roed Syatem. Soundwalk•.and Commuter and Urban Rail. state·Highway Operation·and Protectkln Program.pro;ects are

counted .. Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) oIlhe Sk.... and H;ghwoys Code.

· Amounts already programmed are based on <_> the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for an voted projects; and

(I;) escalated costs for project:& in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STiP (including amendments.)

• In addition 10 lhe funding guarantee described above, projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: Slate Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-l'ocal Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management.Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

SAN DIEGO
(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92J93) (1993194.91198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 403.3 301.0

(2) Estimated County Share 140.8

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) .Expended I Appropriated· 1992 STIP 460.7 197.1

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 299.9 59.8

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 51.2

(4) Subtotal Commitments 460.7 548.2 59.8

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 57.4 247.2 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 81.0 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 11

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STiP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The f~ing guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution of all State Highway Account Funds and PasMnger Rail Bonds available

and SUbject 10 the northIsouth and county minimum requirement8. tt includes the fdlowing programs: Flexible Congestion Relief,

Interregional Road System. Soundwalls, aQd Commuter and.Urban Rail. Stale Highway OpefaIton and Proteclion Program projects are
counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on <8> the actual expenditures for righl-et-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STlP (including amendments.)

- In addition to the funding guarantee described above. projects may be eligible for funding from the state Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program. Stale-Local Partnership

Program. Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET
SAN FRANCISCO

(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (199_ - 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 113.3 82.0

(2) Estimated County Share 38.4

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 133.4 52.3

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 88.5 50.3

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 4.4

(4) Subtotal Commitments 133.4 145.2 50.3

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 20.1 63.2 11.9

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 0.0 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STIP 3

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed -1992 snp 490.6 460.8
Net 4th 'Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee is based on the county minimum diatributoo of all State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the north/south and county minimum requirements. It includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief,

Interregional Road System, Soundwlllills, and Commuter-and Urban:Rall. State HighwliIy Operation and Protection Program projects are

counted as FlexIble Congestion Relief per Section 188(b} of the Streets and Highways Code.

• Amounts already programmed are based on (3) the actual expenditures for right-of..way; (b) th&YOted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

- In addition to lhe fUnding guarantee described above, projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the follO'Ning programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State.Local Pa~nefShip

Program, Intercity Rail Program. and TraffIC Systems Management.Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

SAN JOAQUIN
(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92J93) (1993194 - 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN
:

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 72.6 66.4

(2) Estimated County Share 31.0

B_ COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 78.0 0.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 42.0 4.7

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 45.6

(4) Subtotal Commitments 78.0 87.6 4.7

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 5.4 21.2 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 26.3 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTlES IN THE 1994 STIP 24

III. STATE~DESUMMARY

North South
3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 7064 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee is based on the county minimum cfrstribution of all S1ate Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rlilil Bonds available

and subject to the northIsouth and county minimum requirements, It includes the following programs: Flexi.bte Congestton ReIter,

Interregional Road System. Soundwalls, and Commuter and Urban Rail. State Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

• Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projec1s in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

. In addition to the funding guarantee described above, projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway OpenItion and Protection Program, State-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and TraffIC Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET
SAN LUIS OBISPO

('998199-200011)

(' 988189-92193) (1993/94 - 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN
'.

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 73.2 54.2

(2) Estimated County Share 25.4

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STiP 58.0 1.8

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 60.3 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 35.0

(4) Subtotal Comm~ments 58.0 97.1 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 42.9 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 15.2 0.0 25.4 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 2

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STiP 490.6 460.8
Nel4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are SUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee is based on lhe county minimum distribution of all State Htghway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds availa~

and subject to the northl&outh and county minimum requirement&:. tt inctudes the foUowing programs: Flexible Congestion Relief.

Interregtonal Road System, Soundwalls. and Commuter and Urban Rail. State. Highway Operation.and Protection Program protects a'e

counted as Flexibte Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the streets and Highway&: Code.

• Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right4-way; (b) the voted cost for aU voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs (or pro;eets in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

• In addition 10 the funding guarantee described above, projEK:ts may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the rotlOlNing programs: Stale Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and TraffIC Systems Managemenl Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

SAN MATEO

(1998199·200011)

(1_92193) (1993/94.97198) ONLY
I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 109.2 82.7

(2) Estimated County Share 38.7

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 110.6 43.5

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 49.4 17.3

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 35.2

(4) Subtotal Commitments 110.6 128.1 17.3

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 1.4 45.4 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 21.4 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STIP 3

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entai/the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee is besed on the county minimum distribution of aU State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the northlsouth and county minimum requirements. It includes the roUawing programa: Flexibae Congestion Re~)ef.

Interregional Roed System. SoundwaIls. and Commuter and Urban Rail. Stale Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are

counted as~ Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual upencfrtures for right-of-way. (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STlP (induding amendments..)

_ In addition 10 the. funding guarantee described aboYe. projeCts may be 8ligj~ for funding from the State Htghway Account or
Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: Stale Highway Operation and Protaction Program. State-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and TraffiC Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET
SANTA BARBARA

(1_200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993194 - 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 90.8 63.8

(2) Estimated County Share 29.8

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 49.7 1.9

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 64.6 19.6

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 60.2

(4) Subtotal Commitments 49.7 126.7 19.6

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 62.9 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 41.1 0.0 10.2 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 2.3

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Ava"able 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are sUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee .. baed on the county minimum cflShibution of all Stale Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the nof1h/$outh and county minimum requirements. tl includes the ronowing programs: F18ldble Congestion Relief.

Interregional Road s,stem~ SoundwaJIl-. end- ConwmJte( and Urben Ran. state-Hghway Operation and Protection Program projects are

ccunted as Flexible Congestion RelNII po< Section 188(b) of !hes_ and H;ghways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (a> the actual expenditures· for right4-way; (b) the YOted cost for an voted projects; and

(e) escala1ed costs for projects in the 1992 HSO?P & 1992 STIP (inclUding amendments.)

- In addition to lhe funding guarantee described above. protects may be eligible for funding from lhe State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

SANTA CLARA
(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1_-97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUiN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 226.9 178.2

(2) Estimated County Share 83.4

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 330.6 118.3

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 165.5 37.9

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 25.4

(4) Subtotal Commitments 330.6 309.2 37.9

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 103.7 131.0 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 45.5 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 snp 6.5

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are SUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
_ The fund.ing guanant_ is based on lhe county minimum distribution of all State HighwayAccount Furlds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject 10 the northIsouth and county minimum requirements.. rt includes the folkwmlg programs: Flexible Congestion Reiter.

Interregional Road Syalem, Soundwalls, and Commuter and Urban Rail. State Highway Opermion and Protection Program projects are

counted as Fktxible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

_ Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right4-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments,)

_ In addition to the funding guarantee described above, projects may be etigible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under Ute fofloWing programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program. Slate-local Partnership

Program. Intercity Rail Program. and TraffIC Systems Management Program

16·Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

SANTACRUZ

('998199-200011)
('_92193) (1993/94 - 97/96) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN --
A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 38.3 31.7

(2) Eslimated County Share 14.8

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 24.0 11.4

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 30.2 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 20.6

(4) Subtotal Commitments 24.0 62.2 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 30.5 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 14.3 0.0 14.8 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STIP 1.2

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4111 Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4111 Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4111 Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4111 Quin. Programmed -1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4111 Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4111 Quin. eslimated remaining Guarantee and 1I1e net 4111 Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from 1I1e 3rd to 1I1e 4111 Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee .. based on the county minimum distribution d.a St8te Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the northIsouth and county minimum requirements. tl includes the foIkMing prograrM: Aexib'e Congestion Reltet'.
Inlemtgionlll'Roed System, SOUndwa....'and OomfflOter arKNJrtNllt"R8R. State'Highway Opeiation~andProtection'PrOgram projects: are

counted as Flexibae Congestion Retief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on <a> the actualupenditures"for right~-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects: and

(c) escalaled costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP {including amendments.}

- In addition 10 the funding guarantee describec:l above, projects may be eligible for funding from the state Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, Stale-Local Partnership

ProgTllm. Intercity Rail Program. and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

SHASTA

(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1~-97J98) ONLY
I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN·

:
A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 37.7 31.9

(2) Estimated County Share 14.9

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 123.1 0.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 0.2 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 52.4

(4) Subtotal Comm~ments 123.1. 52.6 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 85.4 20.7 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 14.9 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 1.2

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30'4 Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Tolal Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This wouid entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
_ The func:ling guarantee JI based on the county minimum distribution of all State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds availabkl

and subject 10 the northfsoulh and county minimum requirements. It includes the folkJlNing programs: Flexibae Congesl:kM'l Relief.

Interregional Road System, SoundwaUa. and Commuter.and Urban Rail. State Highway Opecation and Protection Program projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Reiter per Sectk>n 188(b) of lhe Streets and Highways Code.

_ Amounts already programmed are based on (8) the actual expenditures for rignt-of-way; (b) the YOIed cost for all voted projects; and

(e) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (includIng amendments.)

• In addition to the funding guarantee described above. profects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the rollowing programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-LoCal Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program. and TraR"1C Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

SIERRA
(1998199-200011 )

('988189-92193) ('993194·97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 6.4 5.3

(2) Estimated County Share 2.5

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated -1992 STIP 4.7 0.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 3.3 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 6.1

(4) Subtotal Commitments 4.7 9.4 . 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 4.1 00

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 1.7 0.0 2.5 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.2

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible d~laying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The funding guarantee is. based on the county minimum distribution of all State Highway Account FWlds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the north/south and county mmimum requirements.• incIud8s the following programs: Aexib'e Congestion Relief.

InterregtonaJ Road System. SoundwaU6, and Commuter and lhban Rail Stale Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) ol the Streets and Highways Code.

• Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right-d-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) escalated costa for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

• In addition to the funding guarantee described above, projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-lOcal Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

SISKIYOU

(1998199-200011)
(19~92193) (1993/94 - 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 27.6 22.3

(2) Estimated County Share 10.4

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 35.3 0.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 0.0 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 35.7

(4) Subtotal Commitments 35.3 35.7 .0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 7.7 13.4 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 10.4 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION·ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.8

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are SUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
. The funding guaran1ee is b8sed on the coonty minimum distribution d all State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail BoOOs available

and subject to the northlsouth and county minimum requirement&.. It includes the following programs: Ftexlble Congestion Relief.
Inl8fTegionaJ Road System, Soundwalls. and Commuter and Urban Rail. state Highway Operation·and Protection Program projects are

counted as FiexilH Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are baaed on (a) the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) 85C8lated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

_ In addition to the funding guarantee described above. projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: state Highway Operodion and Protection Program, State--Lcical Partnership

Program,lrnercity Rail Program, and Traft'"tc Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

SOLANO

(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993/94 - 97198j ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd gUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

"- COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 48.2 45.7

(2) Estimated County Share 21.4

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 61.8 0.3

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 58.2 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 28.8

(4) Subtotal Commitments 61.8 87.3 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 13.6 41.6 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 21.4 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 1.7

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares nl.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th· Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The fUnding guaranlee is based on the county minimum distribution of all State H"lghway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the nortt\fsouth and county minimum requirements. tt includes the foUcwing programs: Flexible Congestion Relief.

Interregional Road.System, Soundwalls, and Commulenand Urban Rail. Slate Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are

counted as F~bleCongestion Relief per SecUon 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

• Amounts already programmed are based'on (a) the actual expenditures for right-of~; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects: and

(e) escalated costs for projec1s in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STiP (including amendments.)

• In addition to the funding guarantee described above. projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: Stale Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

SONOMA

(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993/94 - 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN
/

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 63.5 54.9

(2) Estimated County Share 25.7

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 91.2 4.7

(2) Programmed· 1992 STIP 20.2 1.2

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 36.0

(4) Subtotal Commnmems 91.2 60.9 1.2

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 27.7 6.0 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 24.5 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STiP 2

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. OYer Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. OYer Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee is baaed on the county minimum distributton of aU State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and &ubject to ltle north/south and county minimum requirements. tl includes the foIbMng programs,: Flexible Congestion Relief,

Interregional Road Sysl8l1l, Soundwalls, and Commuter and Urban Rail. state Highway Operation and Protection Program protects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right-of..way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; 'and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STlP (including amendments.)

_ In addition 10 the funding guarantee described above. projecl& may be eligib'e for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation .00 Protection Program, State-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

STANISLAUS
(1998199-2000/1)

(1988189-92193) (1993/94·97/98) ONLY

I- COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 54.4 50.1

(2) Estimated County Share 23.5

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 28.7 0.2

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 69.9 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 15.4

(4) Subtotal Commitments 28.7 85.5 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 35.4 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 25.7 0.0 23.5 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STIP 1.8

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Ava"able For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The ful)ding guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution of 811 State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and SUbject to the northlsouth and county minimum requirements. It includes the followin.g programs: Flexible Congestion Relief.
Interregional Road System. Soundwalls, and Commuter and Urban Rail. State Highway Operation and Protect.ion Program pro;ects are
counted 8S FlexibJe Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (8) the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and
(e) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSO?P & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

- In addition to the funding guarantee described above, projects may be eligible for fUnding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program. State-Local Partnership

Program. Intercity Rail Program. and Traffic Systems Management.Program

16-Aug·93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

SUTTER
(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993194 - 97198) ONLY

t. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN
I

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 13.7 11.3

(2) Estimated County Share 5.3

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated -1992 STIP 34.6 0.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 5.8 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 21.0

(4) Subtotal Commitments 34.6 26.8 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 20.9 15.5 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 5.3 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.4

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STiP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
_ The funding guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution of all State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subfect to the northIsouth and county minimum requirements... mcludes the following programs: Aexib&e Congestion Relief.
Interregional Road Sy&Iem, SoundwaI.... and Commuter and Urban Rail State Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are
counted as FIexi,*, Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) or the Streets and Highways Code.

_ Amounts already programmed are based on (8) the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and
(c) escalated COS!S (or projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

_ In addition 10 the funding guarantee described above, profects may be eligible for funding from lhe Slate Highway Account Of

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-Local Partnership

Program, Inlercity' Rail Program. and Traffic Systems ManagemenlProgram

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

TEHAMA

(1998199-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993194 - 97198) ONLY
I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

'.

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 18.9 15.8

(2) .Estimated County Share 7.4

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 21.8 0.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 7.2 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 16.4

(4) Subtotal Commitments 21.8 23.6 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 2.9 7.8 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 7.4 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 19.94 STIP 0.6

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed· 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
• The fUnding guarantee is based on the county minimum dCstribution of all State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the noc1h1&outh and county minimum requirements. II includes the following program&: Flexibfe Congestion Relief,

Interregional Road Sy5ten1, Soundwalls. and Commuter and Urban Rail. State Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the streets and Highways Code.

· Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(e) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

• In addition to the funding guarantee described above, projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: Stale Highway Operation and Protection Pr.c'Qram, Slate.Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

TRINITY

(1998199-200011 )
(1988189-92193) (1993194 - 97198) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3,d QUIN 4th QUIN..
A. COUNTY SHARES

• (1 ) Funding Guarantee 14.1 11.6

(2) Estimated County Share 5.4

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 6.3 0.0

(2) Programmed - 1992 STiP 0.0 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 17.0

(4) Subtotal Comm~ments 6.3 17.0 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 5.4 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 7.8 0.0 5.4 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.4

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Qum. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Qum. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
. The funding guanmtee is based on the county minimum distribution at all State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the northfsouth and county minimum requirttments. It includes the foUowing programs: Flexibkt Congestion Reiie!',

IntBfTegionaJ Road System, SoundwaJis, and Commuter and Urban Rail. St8te Highway Operation and Proted:ion Program projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the streets and Highways Code.

• Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right-or.way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STlP (Including amendments.)

_ In addition 10 the funding guarantee described above. pro;ects may be e1igibMt for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway 0per8ti0n and Protection Program. State-Local Partnership

Program. Intefcity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management ~rogram

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

TULARE
(1998199-2000/1)

(1_92/93) (1993/94 - 97/98) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 87.7 62.5

(2) Estimated County Share 29.3

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 39.8 22.6

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 82.4 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 55.1

(4) Subtotal Commitments 39.8 160.1 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 97.6 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 47.9 0.0 29.3 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 2.3

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STiP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quln.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee is based on the county minimum distribution of all State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject to the north/south and county minimum requirements. It includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief,

Interregional Road System. Soundwalls. and Commuter and Urban Rail. State Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

- Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STJP (including amendments.)

- In addition 10 the funding guarantee described above: proj8cts may be eligible for funding from the State HighwayAccount or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program. State-Local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

TUOLUMNE
(1998199-200011)

(1_ll2J93) (1993/94 • 97198) ONLY
I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

!

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 14.7 13.0

(2) Estima1ed County Share 6.1

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated· 1992 STIP 9.8 0.1

(2) Programmed· 1992 STIP 19.7 36.7

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 7.8

(4) Subtotal Commitments 9.8 27.6 36.7

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 14.6 30.6

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 4.9 0.0 0.0 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.5

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares n1.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed C 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. AvaOable For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are SUbject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
. The funding guarantee is based on the county minimum distributioo of all State Highway kcount Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds. available

and SUbject 10 the north/south and county minimum requirements. It includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief.
Interregional Road System. Soundwalls. and Commuter and Urban Rail. State Highway Operation and Proteclton Program projects are
counted as Aexjble Congestion ReUer per Section 188(b} of the Streets and Highway& Code.

_ Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right-ol~ (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STiP (including amendments.)

_ In addition to the funding guarantee described above, projeCts may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: state Highway Operation and Protection Program. Slale-local Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and TraffIC Systems Management Program

16·Aug·93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

VENTURA

(1998199-2000/1)

(1988/89-92193) (1993/94 .97/98) ONLY

I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 128.1 90.9

(2) Estimated County Share 42.5

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 127.9 7.4

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 103.9 15.6

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 30.4

(4) Subtotal Commitments 127.9 141.7 15.6

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 0.0 50.8 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.2 0.0 26.9 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STIP 3.3

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee is ba68d on the county minimum distribution of all State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and subject 10 the north/south and county minimum requirements. tl includes the following programs: Flexible Congestion Relief,

Interregional Road System. Soundwalls. and Commuter and Urban Rail. State Highway Operation and Protection Program projects-are

counted as Flexible Congestion Relief per Section 188(b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

_ Amounts already programmed are based on (8) the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs (or projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

_ In addition 10 the funding guarantee described above, projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program, State-Local Partnership

Program. Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program

16-Aug-93



COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

YOLO

(1998199-200011)

(1988/89-92193) (1993194 - 97198) ONLY
I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 29.4 24.6

(2) Estimated County Share .11.5

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated - 1992 STIP 39.1 0.5

(2) Programmed - 1992 STIP 21.6 0.0

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 18.7

(4) Subtotal Commitments 39.1 40.8 0.0

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 9.7 16.2 0.0

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 11.5 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMTIES IN THE 1994 STIP 0.9

III. STATEWIDE SUMMARY
North South

3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares n1.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 300~ Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 snp 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entail the possible deiaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
- The funding guarantee .. based on the county minimum distribution of aD State Highway Account Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds aYailable

and subject to the northIsouth and county minimum requirements. It Includes the following programs: F1exib&e Congestion Relief,

InterregOulI Road System. Soundwalls. and Commuter and Urban Raj!. Stat. Highway Opefation and Protection Program projects are

counted as FIolObie Congestion Relief po< Section 188(b) 01 tho Str_ and ttig~Code.

• Amounts already programmed are based on <a> the actual expenditures for right-of-way; (b) the voted cost for all vated projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOPP & 1992 STiP (including amendments.)

• In addition to the funding guarantee described above. pro;ects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account Of

Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: Stat. Highway Operation and Protection Program, stale-Local Partneniliip

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program
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COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE
AND BID TARGET

YUBA

(199&'99-200011)

(1988189-92193) (1993/94 • 97/98) ONLY
I. COUNTY FUNDING GUARANTEE 2nd QUIN 3rd QUIN 4th QUIN

A. COUNTY SHARES

(1 ) Funding Guarantee 12.1 9.7

(2) Estimated County Share 4.5

B. COMMITMENTS AGAINST GUARANTEE

(1 ) Expended I Appropriated· 1992 STIP 18.0 0.0

(2) Programmed· 1992 STIP 5.9 35.6

(3) Programmed or Reserved 1992 HSOPP 6.1

(4) Subtotal Commitments 18.0 12.0 35.6

C. COMMITMENTS OVER GUARANTEE 5.9 2.3 31.1

D. ESTIMATED REMAINING GUARANTEE 0.0 0.0 0.0 *
II. BID TARGET FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTMnES IN THE 1994 snp 0.4

III. STATE~DESUMMARY

North South
3rd Quin. Over Guarantee 1567.1 2034.9
3rd Quin. 30% Discretionary 706.4 1059.7
Net 3rd Quin. Over Programmed 860.7 * 975.2 *
4th Quin. County Shares 771.2 1156.8
4th Quin. 30% Discretionary 330.5 495.8
4th Quin. Total Available 1101.7 1652.6
4th Quin. Programmed - 1992 STIP 490.6 460.8
Net 4th Quin. Available For Programming 611.1 * 1191.8 *

* The 4th Quin. estimated remaining Guarantee and the net 4th Quin. available for programming are subject to being taken up by the
net 3rd Quin over programming. This would entaii the possible delaying of projects from the 3rd to the 4th Quin.

NOTES:
· The funding guarantee ts bued on the county minimum distribution of an State Htghway AccOunt Funds and Passenger Rail Bonds available

and cubject to the northfsouth and county minimum requirements. It includeSlhe follCl'ft'ing programs: Flexible Congestion Refief,

Interregional Road System. Soundwalls. and Commuter and Urban Rail. State Highway Operation and Protection Program projects are

counted as FJexibie Congestion Relief per Section 188{b) of the Streets and Highways Code.

• Amounts already programmed are based on (a) the actual expenditures for right4..way; (b) the voted cost for all voted projects; and

(c) escalated costs for projects in the 1992 HSOP? & 1992 STIP (including amendments.)

· In addi1ion to the funding guarantee described above. projects may be eligible for funding from the State Highway Account or
Passenger Rail Bond Fund under the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection Program. Stat&-Loeal Partnership

Program, Intercity Rail Program, and Traffic Systems Management Program
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